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The Preface tothe Reader. 


ZI Ood Reader,my love& re 

28g verecetotheauthorliving, 

” © and to his memorie being 
52) (4 

=> i dead:& my deſireto ſerve 

2289 the church ofGod by other 


mens woorks, whoam not able to doe it 


by myne owne : have moved metopub- 


liſhe this learned treatiſe, which Doctor - 


Rajnolds left (as many other eXquiſit tra- 
velsof his)ſhuttvp in the cloſer of ſome 
private frendsas1n afayre priſon. - 
Becauſe my teſtimenie ( orany mans 
I know) 1s of muchlefle waight thenthe 
onely nameof the authorto comend the 
woorke,[ willſay nothing more in praiſe 
of it, thenthar itisanvn oupted woorke 
ofthat worthie & holy man, whoſe learn 
ing,dilligence, abilleties ecknes ariſdo, 
&pietie made himeminentto vs,& may 


Perhaps 


—  ——— _—_— 


pertiaps yeeld hitamoreadmirabe topo- > 

? | ſterity, which without envie of his perſon, #® 3 
(hal view themarcks of theis graces1n hits 
writings,or take them by ſtory. 

Touching theargument I will onel 

ſay,thatic ſeemerhthe more worthy LE 
'B | a mansreſolution, by how much it hath 
"S | been formerly,or preſenly is cotroverted 
amongſt the learned. Andif any man . 


IF | be cotraie minded to this, which isthe co 
-1© | monjudgement of the reformed Ghurch 
D es,he (above others) ſhalbe. my debtor, 
OT 1 for helping him to ſsg00d ameansfo re- 
Lx forming himſelfe: In matters of opinion 
"- | (chiefly divine) he thatconquereth &he 
that is conquered devide both honor and 
"a proffir. 
| ” | Ifaniemantakegoodbyit,let him give 
f praiſetoGod,ithe take none, let him blame 
"A none but h1mſelfe. 


vi The next Page will ſhew the contents & order ofthe booke, the 
bookeiticlfe will ſhew thee how goode itis, Fare-well, 
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| The firſt Chapter, 7 OV 160 f- 

T he ſlate of the queſtion betwene the church 

of Rome, &# the ; pn churches being firſt 

de clared,the truth is proved by ſcripture: © © 

T hat a man having put away his wife for her 
adulterie may loofaly marrie another. 

The ſecond Chaprer, 


Theplaces of ſcripture alleaged by our ad- 
verſaries to diſprove the lawful liberty of mas 
riage after drvorcemet for adulterieare propo- 
ſednfined 9 proved not to make oodine 

| The third Chapter, * 

The coſent of Fathers,the ſecond preteded 
proofe for the Papiſtes doFrine in thu point 18 
| prteded falſly : && if all be weighedin an even 
ba lance,the Fathers checke tt rather. © 

The fourth Chaprer. b 

T he conceits of reaſos urged es ys 

areo verſights ek #2 arkneſſe, not 


from light:@ reaſon it ſelf,diſpelling the miſt 


of Popiſh Papua — giveth cleare teſtimo- 
_ - Mewiththe truthof Chriſte. 


L Fe KR ry - 
F; pf | , " =  £ 4 Ja -. FT 
+... BY F. = + =} > 0 - % - . 
g $4 - s 6 FEA . ; M s 
= & i DANES F-T-% 
_ % * 2, +. _ * . 


5 20 44 'OTOESAT? 0 TRE eh Ah MM. = 


_ a Py 5" - 
% FI . 
——F 


" ; + i - 'wH Fn) 
| | | : ; = ; ih Wo | % .&5 7 —” . 


'EVL DIVORCE. 
THE FIRST CHAPTER. 
' Theftate of the QutFtion. berg firft declared the truth is proved 
by ſchriptuere :that a man hum? put away bu wife for her atiutrer: © 1. ay 

dl - lawfully martic nerber. n 

ar & vo £2 He duticofman and woman ioyncdin marriage , Hey aj J 
y rcquireth that*they two ſhould be as one perſon, 

0- & cleaveeach to other with mutuall love &liking 

. in ſociery of life,until jt plealeGod, who hath cou 

WH. led them tog-rher in thisbond,to fer h-m1 Sec 


Bf | riding milling diſgourratement : yea lewrrs ſuppoſed theſehes 0 


of theirs our Satiour Chrit reproved teaching that divorcements wy Mat,5.31 , 


he ) ſhell ry nes. Wife excepr-it be far whoredon, an 
Fr rene 71 9 bo ſo.marrieth e1 Wich 6s 


” w about the m of theſe wordeso*. Cry ; 
e | otefully by byonof chobadgaits,byrocers mors paringly, ther exh.r6 «4 
OL | hitha doubranſcn.: 37nd i-g 2 
e mindes.... i eh | 
jt — ores Packers have garhered theroupon , that ifa mans 
1- | wife comittedwhoredom& fornication, he might not @ncly put her a 
- way, but. marricanather, : 1g then na-nely 
«Auftine have thought that the man might put away his wie but mar 
ric another . 


THE LAWEVI- 


NES OF MARIAGE VPPON A LAVy- 


om it, and to diffaciate & ſever them by death, 
&5 But the inordinat fanfies & deſires of our corrupt 
nature have {@ inveigeled Ademſcede in manic 


«a 4 .. 
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Whoſoever(ſan 
4 ſhall | another 
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> iRom.7.2 
$ grcr Cl. 2, 


Th2Scholedevins of later years, & the Canoniſts,as for moſt parte 
they were al adiaet to S. e Luft inidgment,did likewile follow him 
her.in & the Popes maintcining their doctrine for Catholique , have 
poſſzif.d rhe Church of Rome with this opinion. But fince in our 
daics the light of good learning both for arres and tongues hath ſhy- 
ned more brightly by Gods molt gratious goodnes then in the form. 
er ages,and the holly ſcriptures by che hclpe thereathave been the ber- 
ter underſtood: the Paſtors & DoRors otthe reformed churches have 
percicved & ſhewed, that ifa mans wife dehile her (clfe with fornicatio, 
he may not onely put her away. by Chriſts doGrine bur alſo marrie an- 
other, Whcrcn thar they reach agreeably to the truth, and not erro 
ncoufly, as Icſuits & Papiſts do falſly charge them. Iwill make ma- 


nifeſt & uu (through Gods aſſiſtance )by expreſſe words of Chrilt, - 


the truth it ſefte. * And becauſe our adverlaries doe weene that the c6 
trarie hercofis ſtrongly proved by ſundrie _—_—_ & objections, 
whichrwoof their newelt writers Bel.the Ieluir & a namcleſſe author 
of an Engliſh panphler, have dilligenely laicd together ; For the farther 
clearing theretore of thematter,& taking awaic ot doubts & ſcruples, 
I will ſet downe al there obieRiosin order,firſt our of the ſcriptures, 
then of fathers , laſt ofreaſons andanſyer everic one of rhem particu 
larly. So ſhall it appeaaeto ſuh as are not blinded with afore conceived 
opinion & preiudice,rthat wharſoever ſhew of prbabilitics ar: brought 
ro the contrarie, yet the truth deliverd by our SaviourChriſt aHlowerh 
him whoſe wife commitreth fornication;to put her away,and to mar 
ric another cr? ae 
The proofe hoereofis evidnnt if the words of Chriſt be waicd in the 
nienteuth Chapter/af$,e Ifar. goſpel For when the Phariles aſking 
hima queſtion,wherher ir were lawfull for aman to pur away his witc 
for every cate, recieved anſwer thar it was not, andtherebpon faide un 
to him,Why d:dMoſcs commands togrve a bill of drvorcement and ro put ber a 
way : OurSaviouer ſayde unto them; Moſes ſuffered you becakſe of the hard 
nes of your harte toput awaye your wifes ; But the begrunmg tt was not 
fo. e And} fay vnto you, that wphoſorver, ſhalput awoay bis wife ,excepe ir bee 
for whoredooL.,,and ſhall marrie andther oth commit adultery: and who fo marre- 
eth ber that i; put awvaie doth cantit adultery 
Now this1n ſentece,theelauſe of exceprionſexvepr i be for whoredore,] 
doth argue thathecommirtch noradulterie;who, having put away his 
wite for whoredom marrieth another. | 
But hee muſt nerds commit it in docing ſounleſſethe bande of mar 


riage bee looſed and diſſolved. For who{o marricth as long 
azheisf bound to the formers is an adulterer, The band then of mar- 


. _— 
Fe | 


Of the Invfulbres of Marriage. "DN. -, 
riage ixlooſed & diffolved betwene that man & wike whoareput aſſun- ' 
der and divorced for whoredome. , 

And it theband beloofed, rhe man m2y marry another : ſeing itis”. 
written nerr theu lo ofed from. a wift? If thou marrie thouJanneft not. The pO 2. 


'reforeir is lawfull for him who hath pur away his wife for whoredome 
, ro'marrie another | 


þ | 
This t doth firmly and neceffarily conclude the point in | 
queſtion, it the firſt parte and proprfition of 4 be proved to beige Tem rp 
For there is nocomroverſic ofanyof thereſt :beinge all grounded on # !ihe de mar 
ſuch vndoubred prinoples of ſcripture and reaſon, rhat our adyerſa- cp 15.12et, 5+ 
ries themſclves admit and graunr them all, The Pawpulee 

The firſt* they denic to weete that he clauſe of exception in Chrifts eacion of 


ſpeech[excepre befor whordome) doth argue that the macommircth nor — 3 


' adulterie,who,having pur aware his wite tor whoredome,marrieth an- futnefſe of 


other, And tooverthrowethis propoſition, they doe bring foudry an- Moykdgzeaf 
ſwers andevaſions, The beſt of all which as Bellerwin avouchethyis, that wivicdouc, 
thoſe words[ excepe rr be for whoredome Jare nor an exception, For Chriſt 
_ he )went- thoſe Words \[except for whoredome)] wor «s ar! exception, 'Nifiob ſorai 
ut 4s anevation}. Soothat, the fence is Whoſoever ſhallput awaie bu wift, 3 Ml 
for whoredome, that. is toſaie ® without the eauſe of whoredome , (+ ſhall 
muarric another doth comm adulterie. Whereby « 1s affirmed that. he ts an adulte 
rer Who having put aw-zie his Woife vwethout the cauſe of whoredome gnarriech an- 
other: but nothmg us ſayde ronchueg him who mann icth another having pit atway 
his former Wife for whoredome. Indeedethis evaſion might haveſome 
collour for it if theſe words of Chriff[ excepr t be for Whoredome were not 
an exceprion. Bur neirher hath Belywmi, ought that may ſuffice tor 
the c hercofand the verie texr of the {criprure it ſel:e is ſoecleare 
agamiſt him, thar he muſt of necefhitiogive over his houlde, For the | 
principal pillar wherewith he vnderpropperh it,is ,eAuſtins nidgemet logics uh 
who hath ſots ded ir in his firſt booke touching adulterous marrj <p v. 
agcs* Now ofthac rreatileSim Auſt, faith himſcife in his retraRarios 7 liv... £ap 55, 
have writt& tbo nem. por, adulterous tg wy; 10% ail could accurdin; 
te the fſeriptners bring defrrous ro C& looſe the knotts of 4 mo#t difficult queſts 
Bf... YI bich whether I hath thre foe that, Ss ro ws Þft m4 - "Tenth 
wot **'ndy rather Tperceave that, F have not done it perfethly and througly al 
wor rh F-bavt opened many creeckes there of , 45 whoſotver readeth with ing. 
muy(dicerne. 8. eAronFftin, then 2 knowl:dgeth that thc- , 
re are fore wants and imperf. ions in rhat worke which they may ſee | 
whoreade with indgment. And whether this that Bellawmdorh al- 
leage ont oft, deferve'nor to fal within th: compaſl: of thar cenſure] 
appeale tothcir tudgment who haye cies ro ſee: For S. Augy//mthou gh 
. | | B that 


toruicating, 


4 Pcacer caulk yy opedons þ 


gou por neias, it 


pareaeztonr ON ; conſidering that the comion latin tran 


Lay 


that the wordeimth origi S.Adath. goſpel, had op the proper Gg 
nification of it, imporr..d a HON AN,CXCERHA ho 
he (beweth by (aying that wha e the Latin, tranſiatian. heb 4. [exeepe for 
, ww. textrut israther read 4 Withors the cauſe of whoredi, 
Supp g belike(whcther by ſpar memory or rather agrſight) 
hatthe ſame words, which were uſcd before in the. fit Chapter of $; 
eHath. Goſpel to the ſamepurpoſe,were uked alſo ju this place « wher 
as here they 6 diffcr,and arc wel expreSſed by thatin the latin by which 
$.euftin. thought they were not lo wel, ., Houbentjit they had bexy 
the ſame with theform-r : yet neither ſo mg. He*pllows his opini- 
1on'( which Papylts by 
their Councel of Trent are bound ro ſtand to-under payne af curſe /OX- 
. prefi.th7 thoſelikewiſe as aplaineexccption. > 111] 
Which in de. de 4greeth tothe right and natural mcaning of thetpax 
ti. le,as ® the like writers uſe it in ike conſtruduon.: eycnihem. to, whe 
' It hath as itwcrealink lefſe toric it unto. that: meaning. Wherefore 


Eko rou 7 S.e {uti rriſtaking of the worde &ſignihi- ation thereo! ivnoe luffic 


ent warrant for Bel{to ground on,thatth: y muſt berakeuſo. , Asfor 
that he addcth,that,albcit s both theſe parcicles, be taken cxc:prively 


oPareftds = Ofter times, yer may they alfa be taken. otherwiſe, fith on..of them is us 


ſed in the Rerelatio as ax. adverſarrue not an exceptrue;this maketh much 
lefle for proofe of his affertion, For what-if x.be uſed there as. an ads 
verſarrve where the matter treared of, & rhe tenaur of the ſentence doe 
manifeſtly argue that it muſt be takcn ſo ? Muſt it therefore be taken 
ſo inthisplace, whereof ourqueſtion is ? or dath Buller, prove;by any 
circumſtance of rhe text ,that here it may be taken.ſo? No, - Neither 
ſairh hea worderto this purpole. Why mcncioneth kethen thar tzmay 
be raken otherwiſe, and is1n the Revelaton, for. an advrſativepart- 
cle? Truly Iknewror unlcfle it be to ſhew thathe can wrangle, and 

laie the cav<lling ſophiſter in ſeming 10 ganiap fe Gil ove hisaduer 
Arie whe in truth be coth not, Or pe thops,thaugh he dusſknor lay 
for the particular,that it is take here as an adver(; nvcyhihhecould 
not but molt abfurdly.Yethcthoubht agolicicio breed aſunmiſerbe 
re of;or the gengzall , that ſhallawer,conceirs might. imagipanother 
ſence thcrein,they. knew rot what ;andthey.whol braſca.taces ſhould 
{crre th.m,therero,might impugcntly_brable,chat au ſriccanor cer 
taine bccaule ayorher 1s paſſble,cve as alcw þcing preſſed by aChriſtia 
with the place of. £jy, Be houlde a 2ngin. lballrenerwe, «tia brang forth a 


« .Prov, 30.19 Sexy (hou'!d anſw.r thauthe Hebrue w orde tranſlated}//v4ia,, may be 


raken othrwil: fith chatin the Froverbs it ſignifieth a marricdwoma: 
a cat. oucthatts.uot ay irginindecdethough fic would frime ro be 
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Whreforch beby SEEN od AL adulterie who doth | 


ſofor whor.dome : If theparticle be adverſative,and mult have mes 


accordinglyſupplicd,& nider{toad co make the ſeyer us 
the ſhift &.cawil which. el Srarengutet hedoube i 
the Grelbogrordeweither rydle'% beareth. the ajer;ar att, Ende 
ficiketh bimſclte,and hiscauloa deadly.waynd. Yeathatw 'h 
he ſought to confure,he hath ek thcreby. :Forfith the worde 
hath onely.qawo my gniberioneens 7 2084 x Ag neither gdurſt he 
day that it145 a hegag: ap;adverjauyear jolloweth be. | 


to; bcan ex 9ths place | 
—— 5+9 Capcbnerh be for wharedom.. , 1 bovine 
peta om cn latjatext alſo doth, our. of canitov: rlic bet h 
an exception Having allpaſſages thereſarg (burr againſt him for [cap- 
—— __ t0 annother farting hole. ;.to wet. mit 


E: Err ag Alaeen ion 192, Eg LL VG. 
ha ar | In 


carb ſor the neanunarc s Naſt ralre 
Ep de nope 


of whoredoms, may be 

—_ eieher eſe re epkne the gar en © Tads; at rgens ring this 

becarſe uothing is | kemwgan azar rh tonch- 

Arche rnhns beſe. wage fas 19 excuſe adulterie or noe ;; and this % a: 

_ negrreve which mm... that $, Ault imbraced be didwel.Iwould toe 

Rell .had'S, Anft,modeſty, Then would he beaſhamed to chargs 

fark a man wiith imbracing ſuch whoriſh.filch.of bis owne facſiing ,ar 
jn-diftin&tion of ne gative and- affirmrrive exception. he doth: - Fo 


hee handclethir: Joe lewdely andperrakly byciling thas affirma” 
Biijj- wye 
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”  lk.5.20, 


| r[Ered.22.20 


Mat.re 1$, 


x4a4,20.29. 


Whil.4,'s 


Pat Poor Fr on  "Uporu5 ; a lavyfult Divores, Dy_ 
ne which in deae'ss negative, & by a 


ing that to bee'negative 
Phichivnot 23 iF be bud mades'corente with'fis lipstolye, treading | 


in the ſteps of rhoſt'wick ed wretches of whom it is written f oe vorrs 
theme rhat ſaythat good is ernl,and'* evil good, © For the proofe where of it 
ts ro'benoted that ancxception isa particular propoſition cortradiato 


. rieroa geneaall :* So thatif rhe general propoſition be a{firmatve, the 


exception is negitive;andifthe propofirion be negativecontrariewiſe 

rheexceprion is affirmative.” | 

As forexſamples ſake*He rhar ſacrificerh to any Gods ſave to the Lorde ſhall 

be deſtroyed (aith Moſesin the tawe. The propoſition is affirmative, 

He that ſacrificeth w» any Gods ſhalbe deflrayed, The exceptipn negative. 
He tbat facrificeth to the Lord ſhall not be deſtroyed «T here is none good,but 

one,cven.God ſaith Chriſt in the Goſpell.* The propoſition is ngative, 


communttate with me nr the accont of 'yrumy & recerorng ſieving lyayth 
th:ſamepaulero the Phillipprzhs. - The ion negative, Ns 


exception affirmative Tow of Phullippi ard. 
” ILiktwiſcalthe reſt of expoſirions pcs togeneral propoſitions; 
thoughthe aarkes and tokens ofg-neralfiryſometimes lie tudde inthe 
Propoſition,ſoc of denying br atfirining docintheexception: Yerit is 
png & certein tharin the propfirio & exteprio matched with ir ;are 
till of contraric qualkty;the one affirmative; the other negative,8& ne 
gel the other affirmative, - Which being ſo: {& now the Ieſuits 
dealing, how falſly and'4bfard!lyhe —_— ttuth andreaſore. 
7 For fithinChri $ſpcach mg Ditorcemeitfor whoredomathe 
propoſition is afhrmative” WWkoſoeoer ſhall put avhey bis\vife;and neurne an 
#ther, doth commit adulterie : itfoltoweth thatthe exception which d:ny 
eth hicmto commit aduilteric who purrinid may by wife for. whoralonee, nec. 
raeph anotber,is an exception negative, but Bellow ſarth thavthis were 
an exception affirmative. Yea whichismoreftranngeiraiman learn 


edand knowing rules of logique(But what cart artes helpe 'whenmen 


arc given over by Gods juſt iudgemnt to their owne luſts anderrors?) 
he enticcleth it an exception affirmative, even then and in the ſame 

lace when and where himſel{c having ſer it downe inthe wordes gace- 
img immediatly:next before, had given it themarke ofa negauve, 
thus, 7s i« not eAdulterit to marrie annother , - *And as noablur 


ditic 


 dcnounciag death gternalland paynes.of hell thereto: rhe ſeduced and | 
tive,and.zo ay; 


Of the lavifulbees of « A arviage. Py 
that this 


ditic doth lightly comealane,he adderh faulr ro ul, Ging 


| 45 4n exception negative, Where rhorg 4s preſently 


wmed touching. : 

the: caſe ohether ut be ſufficent, ta excuſe adulterse or 20.50 firllto PE ALS . 

hi m wasto athrmc:and next,to ſay nothing,now is todeny, Yer there D. guhs 
LSarulcin®Law that he who taich noching,dicncth nor, Belike,ag they, juris. 
coyncd vs ncuw DirtitiatRom-:ſo they wiil new Lawe and newLod 
gique too, . Houacit,irthele principls bee allowed th.xwan by the-Ie 

Lulcs authoricie, that negative 1s attirmarive & to ſaynouyhtis negatiy: 
ye: [ ſce nor but al hereutkes & vngodly perſons, may as wel as Ieluts, 
mainteyne waatthey liſt, & impudent| face it out with like diſtin&1-= 
ons, For it an adverlaric of the H,G nol 


+ al1Cor,2.1f, 


thing preſently cherz of, Itone who pats of the mercic -of God. oxuc'13,5 


ſhall become of the rep<ntar,It a vſurer ſhould be toulde that hefis for GR 
þiddcn to Grve forth pans ſary or to taks excreaſe:&2 thee that he is enyer. 18. 


ther, that tacomunande berokeneth.ro torbid. Ina worde, Wharſogyer 
opiuio.werereproved as falſe, or an as .wicked,out of the ſcriptures 


56s # <.49u 4 
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Or if the, Papilts themſelves 1 
ithing and cx , 


darken wick ok rom ah hen 
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and Godly mindedrgenwho love the rruthand 
its 


onor paſlung oyerathingin filence ( which if (byſt had ment , hee 
Biiy denying 
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arid! | | En tht wines, d-nieth rhirinth *n,which 
wit y57'5>) A OR eh HT terh 4nd therebyt2acheth vs thatthe man who 
rs = at his wite for'thar cauſe; marricthanocher, doth'nor com- 


J? © The xexeerick'of riſtric, wheretoastva ſhelter oar adverſaries 
= bitakerhem,isrhatth exception ou % to bereftrcined ro the former 
= bratiche of putting away thewile . Tothe which intent, they ſay 
C ara wane ne word yaktng in the mou which -_ be fapplicd 
| wt ievv (whichis not lawful! 
v2 ho < rnb Whoredome)) avthir, ++) ave Abd This 

Bell. Jlowe ofa probibl2, though not like the foreſayd 


, 
| Is ofegorn tion and'tiegarive exception.Bur our Engliſh Pamphlerrer 
4 Cnr babore all. Andſurelyif it were lawtulltofoitt in theſe 
Fri298 Fes Which 3s not tawſnll*thePamphlctter might ſeems to hav2 ſhewed 
Ig hertin'then Belkermmn, 'Burmen of -endcrſtanding &iudg- 
doekitowe thirthiswere'a ready way ro make the ſcripture 2 noſe 
of wiethd leader rule (258 Probuis doth blaſphemouſly tearme it) if 
Shiry bne may addet bog what the circunſtances and mart-rof the txt 
antierca.y. , MCWEt to bee wing, bur whachimſetf lifterh to frame ſuch ſenſe thex 
of as pteaſtth his <Gnceir and fanfic. | The fundicinterlaſirigs'of words 
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CINE: 
cauſe. Andſois Chrifts ſpeach'in effet made cleane contrarie to that 


whictchis owne words doe give: he ſaying Whoſorver ſhall put "A bss kin Matt.r9 | 
"3 19. 


wife ,except.zt be for Whoredom. ; and the Fricr forceing him tolay 


_ ver ſhall put a away his Wvife although it be for whoredom.., and ſhall marrie ano 


ther, doth commut adulterie.uN icolas of Lira beeing as in time moreaun- 
cient then the fricr, ſoe more ſincere and ſingje 1n handehng the (crip- 
ture, ſaith thar other word: muſt be interpoſed ro the ſupplying ot it 
thas,Whyſever purteth away h 5 Wife except ut ba for.'Whordon.w , ſumeth, and 
doth agaaſt the lawe of marriage; and Whoſo marri:th another doth conemit ad- 
xltcrie, Wiherin though he dcalelefſe vyolently with the text, then 
doe the tricr and che Biihoj :'yct he offenderh alſo in their licentious 
hamour of adding.to the ſcripture where nothing was wanting,& ma 
king irther by toſpeake thit whiclrhe thinketh,wheras he thould haye 
icarned to thinke that which it ſpeakerh. YeaBell, himſclfe ack nowledg 
eth thatrthey all wete ov-ricene hercin,albecit cenſuring them with gen 
tlerwords,a45 hets wont his fayorits and (reinds For rhe explications 
(fatchhe)wherhthe Bilbop of Auila,e Alphoriſus a Caitro aud ethers have dc- 
viſed,are no tſo probable. 

Bur why ſhould theſe be noted by him as improbable, yea denye d 


, unworthy the rch-rfai,and thar of his owne,thoughadding inthe like 


forte, which mer lawful, be allowed as probable, yea magnitiedas moſ 
true by the pamph!ettcr? The reaſon which they both, or rather 
which Bell. .tor the pamphletter doth no more here, bur Engliſhe him, 
as neither els-where for the moſt parte,though hebragg not thereof : 
the reaſons then which Be/l.dothprefle out of the text tobreed a per- 
fagſion inhis credulous ſchollars that this interpoſitionis probable & 
likely are pr-fſ--d indeed according to the proverb» The Wringing of 
thenoſe cauſeth bloode tocom out. For heſaich that Chrift did not _ 
the exception after thofe words And ſha/marry another, but ftreightaf- 


ter thoſe Whoſorver ſhall put away andikevviſe when. he added , and wheſo (920,303 


murreth her that 1s put commnrtteth adulterie he did not ioyne thereto ,. 
Except «t be for Whoredom. : to the intent that be nnwght ſhevve that the cauſe of 
whoredonys doth onely make the putting atvzy to be lawſull,co'not the celebrating 
of anewe marriage too, And how Joch he provcrhat Chriſt did fo place- 
the exception inthe-former clauſe to this intent ? orto this intent did 


, onur1t inthe Harrex? Nay he proveth it nor; it is but his coicRure , like 


alicke mansdreame. .  Vnleſſe this goe for a proofe, that Chriſt.did 
not ſoplace it before without canſe , nor omir afterwarde without 
cauſe. Which ifhe meant ir ſhould, it was for want ofa berter, ForChr/? 
4: (not theſe things Wthous canſel grauntT herefore be tid thenr, for this cnne; 
icfolowerh er. 59 IIa tocite aplaco of WW 


"2 


Pag-10. " Of the Lawfullzas of Aarriage. 
|. 20-617. goth ſetit downethns Com. Foe out from. among the, __ yorr felves 
Jy ſaith the Lorde,and reuch no wmnciear thrug. Herein he hath placed the wor 
des ſatth the Lord, not aft«r ronch noe unclean ti.ing , but aftcr ſeperate your 
ſetves.This did he not without cauſe, What ? for thiscauſc therefore, 
that he might reſtraine the words, faith the Lord,to the former braunch 
- asnor p:rtaining to the Jatter alſo ? No forit appearerh by the » pro- 
her Eſay that they belong to both. It is to be thoughr then , rhar the 
F iritof God who doth npthing withour cauſe, did move 7 aule tor 
ome cauſe to place them ſoe.Perhaps for'perſpicuitye & comodioul- 
. nefſe of giving other men therby ro underitaude the rarher that both 
the wordes gocing before,8 coming after were quallified with ſet che 
Lord .which is to be likewil= thought of the exceptio placed by our Sa- 
viour betwee the two braunches of his.\peech. And that with io muck 
great-rreaſon in my judgment becauſe it he had pla. edir aiter the la- 
ter eAnd ſbell marry another,the words 3 except for whoredom might have 
ſeemed ro lignifite that it were lawtul-for a man having pur a way his 
witeforany cauſe to marriz anorher*if hee could not contcine; asitis 
writre 4 Becauſe of Whoredom_. let evcrie man. have bis wife wh- re now , the 
exception being (et before(the phariſcs whoſequeſticn Chriſt ther-in 


nEſay.52.13 


ZEpipoerncla 


4Diatis porne 
ia 
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did anſwer) could gather no ſuch poyſo out of his words ; to fe.dtheir 


error ; but they muſt.ncedsaccknowledg this to be his doctrine, that a 


man may aotput away his wit-for every cauſe, & marric another, bur - 


for whoredom onely. Asfor Chriſts omitting ot the exceprio afterwrd 
Bell, himfelfe wil quickly ſee there might be another cauſe thereof, it he 
conſidder how S. Pawl repeating this doarine of Chriſtdoth wholly 0 
mitt the exception,which neverthe lcfſe muſt ne:ds be ſupplyed & un- 
dcritoode. For why doth $, Paulſay that romarnied perſons the Lords 
ave comandement ; Let not the Wife departe from. ber buſband, & let not the 
viſband put avyaie his wiſe”, wirhout adding to either parte,excepe it be for 
WoredorL which the Lord did add ? Bell. greateſt? Door ſauth hee 0- 
mirtedirt Becauſe it.was very well knowen moſt nororius.If then Pad 
had reaſon to omitt itwhally becauſe it was ſo wel knowe: Hoe much 
more tuſtly might Chriſt in parte omirt it for the ſame cauſe , having 
mencioned it imediatly betore,8 made.it knowe thereby?Cheefly ſte- 
ingrhat as he framed his ſpeech ro mens undeſtiding,ſo did he follow 
the comenuſe of men therein. And if I ſhould ſay upon the ike occaſi6 
whoſotver draweth hs ſword,except he be a magiſtrate, killeth a man. com- 
witetet h mirder;and tyboſoruer abberth him. that kifleth a man. committeth 
wwrder : what man of fence and reaſon would not thinkeT ment the ex 


.. KCor.7,10 
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Lea,2, 


p_ ſet downe in the ſormer ſentence touching maqellers pertein- 
.cth to the Jater of there abbetters allo,and uttered once mult ſerve for 
- OI both? 
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 Upory, 4 leyfull Divorce, - Pag ut, 


both? yegeven.in the former too, who would not thinke that my mea 
ning were the excepris ſhould reach,uuto both the braunches of draw 
ing the ſword,$ killing a man; not to be abridged &rycd up unto the 
firit, as if I had ſatd, whoſoever drawcth his {word (Which ne7e may doe 

except he be a magi#trate)and killech a man, comitteth murder ? yer one 
who wer: diſpoſed to play the Ieſuits parte, might thus expound my 
ſpeech, and ſay I raughr thereby that Pererin deede was witly repro- 
vcdtor drawing his ſword though, he killed not : But magiſtrarcs arc 
authorized to draw it, and aoc more, not to put men, to dearh, and c 
to take vengeannce on him that doth evill.Neirher ſhould he doe mee 
greater wrong.therein by making mee ro ſpeake cotrarieto {: ripture; 
th. n Bellarmin doth Chust by the like depraving: of the like ſentence. 

Bur it all theſe reafons will not .perſuade his {Tholars ,. that in (hrifts 

ſpcach the exception of whoredome 1s to bee extended to borh the 
points iointly of putting away & marrying:and thar Bell, adding theſe 
words, whichis not lawfull , did vnlawtully ſow a patch of humaine 


qMatt: 26-18, 


tRom,1+4 


riggsro the whole girment ofGods molt precios word:behold their 


ownc dogrinzallowed and citabliſhed by the Councel of Trent, ſhall 

torc: them, will they,nillthey to ſee ir & acknowledgit. For if theex- 

ception bce {otyecd onely ro the former point : Then a man may nor 

putt away his wife for any cauſe ſave for whoxedome,ne not from bed: 
and boord,as they rcarmeir,thatis, from mutuall companie& ſociety 

of life, although he marry nos another.Bur the Councel of Trent pro- 
noun;eth & d. fineth,tharth-re are many cauſes, for the which a man 

may pt away:his wite fro 1 bed and board, wherefore the Papifts (no 

remedi.) mu{t graunt that the exceprion caunot ſo bee tyed vnto the 

formcr point oncly. And therefore whereas Bell. ſayethfurther rhat he 

thinketh iris* S. T homsas of + Aquines opinion thu ( briſts Werds ſhould bee 

expounded ſo :.and* Terom ſeemcet h ſome what to bee of the ſame minde *: the 

Papilts peradventure wil bec faine to ſay that Bellermin, was deceived 

herein. For els not onelie /crows of whom they reckon lefſſe but x Tho- 

mas of Aquine the ſam{t of Saintts 8& chiefeſt light of the Thurch of Rome 

ſhalbe coniinced of errour, even by the Councell of Trents verdi&. 


Cell. 24.ci.'Þ 


no« dft.z5, . 
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And theſe confideragonsdovlikewiſc ſtopp the paſſage of anorhet -- 
ſhift, which is cooſia german to the laſt intreated of; & Bell. prayſeth it - 


alike, To weete that the words commuteth adulterie,, muſt 
derfleod in the former 


C55 


be ſupplied & 1n- 
te of Chrifts ſentence thus:Whoſocurr putteth away his 
wif except it be for whoredome commuteth adulterie C5 Whoſomarrieth another 


cemitteth a dubrerie .* Salomon did wiſcly iudg that ſhee was not the mo- xKin2,3,18 -* 
ther of the childe who would hare ir derided; bur ſheewhodefired'+ 
might bec faxed cater; - . TE 
! : Stibely * 


4 


BalIe, Of thelevvfullnes of e Merrigge 
Surely the Icſuite hath not thoſe bowels of kinde and loving affe&ion 
to wards Chriſts ſentence thac a C hriſtian ſhould.who can finde in his 
heart to have it devided;3Sc of one living body,uamely, Whoeſocver put- 
teth away his wift except ut bee for whoredome and marrieth mot ber, commueth 
adulterie,made as it were two peeces of a dead carkas,the firſt whoſoever 
putteth away his Wife exxcept it bee for Woredome,commuteth adulterie ,the (ecod 
whoſe waraieth another commeth adulterie.\Which dealing, beſide the incove 
nience of making the {:rpitn crc a noſe of waxe & leaden rule ,ifmen 

may add what pleaſeth them, ſpecially it they may mangle {cnteces, 8 
chop them in ſundry parts: but beſide this miſchief here it hath a grea 
ter, that Chriſt moittrue and holly,is made thereby to ſpeake an un- 
tructh, Fora man may putaway his wife for other cauſe, then for 
whoredom, and yet not commit aduleric himſclte. Yes he commirt- 
eth it ( ſaith Bell,.t, his Wifes adulterie wbereof be Was the cauſe by putting 
ber waiuitHy avvay,ButT replic that it 1s one thing to cauſe his wite ro co 
mit ir,another to comit 1t him ſelte. And Chritt when he was mynded 
Polei autin t@ noterheſe ſeveral faulrs,didit with ſeveral words 5 expreſſing them 
moichaſtai& accordingly. Moreover, undritanding the tearme, ro pus atyzy , not 


lectin as 6 theforce thereof doth yeeld,& Chriſt tooke it for the looſing of 


> as Bell.underſtandeth it - Hexcannot allowe the ſentece which he fathe 
reth on Chriſt ,though ſo expounded , withonr either condemning 
of the Trent Councel,er beeing himſclfe condemned by it. 


For if whoſoever ſeperatcth his wife from him, but tor whoredome, 


doth commit adulrerie in caufing her to commit it : Then is ita ſfinne* 


toffeperare her forany cauſe ſave tor whoredome, Ifit be a ſinne the 
Church of Rome erreth in houlding & decrecing that ſhee may bee ſe 
rated for ſundry other cauſes. But whoſoever faith that theChurch er 

| aSe{£24.can. teth hercin,is accurſed by the Councel of ® Trent. TheCouncel ofTrent 
' thereforedoth conſequently curſe Bellayws, ifhe ſay thar Chriſt ſpake 

| his words in that ſence,in which he conttrueth them. And doth ir 

} blibcontrs not curſe Þ  Luſtir_allo & c Theophilatt,whor Bell. alleageth as ſaying 
Anerts?} rhe ſame ? atleaſtir declareth that in the Councels iudgment, the fa- 
4 thers muſſexpounded the Scriptures ſometimes, even thoſe verrye pla- 
ces on which the Papiſts cite them as ſounde interpreters of the Scrip 
ture. Now theſpeech of Chriſt being cleared & ſaved entier from all 
cauils,the meaning thereof is plaine,as I have ſhewed,thathe who ha- 
ving putaway his wite for whoreds marrieth anorhetr comitteth nor 


adultenie.Forſo much im the except6 negative of the cauſe of 


whoredo,eppolcd to the gencral affirmative Tmio,wherwithour 
! Saviouranſwered the queltis ofthe phariſies i Gvocr 


eExtratit de 
divorijs, 


emets us 


[A 


Laukii.icor.7 the band of marriage, but tor a ſeperation from bed and boord onely, - 


& e\ 


| finne:meaning by rhis Phrle,as hi 
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Pa.ry 


rie others. 


The onely reaſ6 of adverferies remayning to bee anſwered,ſtood vp » | 


pon, & vrged by them as moſte cffetuall, & forcible to the contrarie,is 
an cxample of like ſentences: from which , ſith the like concluſis ( ſay 
they)caunot be imferred,as wee in ferre of this,the infcrrence of this is 
faultye, And faultie(I graunt)they might citeeme it juſtly if the like c6 
clufions coulde not beedrawen from the like ſentences. * 
Bur lett the examples, which they bring for 'prote here of be-trough 
ly ſifted: & it will appeare that either the ſentences are vnlike,or the ttke 
con-luſions may bee inferr:d of them.For of three ſentences propo- 
ſed to this end, the firſt is out of Scriprure in S, Iames Epiſtle 4T o hm. 
that, knoweth how to dee well, and dorh it not to ham. there « ſin... A 
ſentence though in ſhewe vnlike ro tharof Chysfts , for the propoſition 
& exception bothsyer havingin deede theforce of the like,if it be thus 
reſolved, T o hm that, doth not well,e hee knew not hovy to doe well there 
5 ſor, And why may it not beconcludet here of,thar there is no ſinn 
to him,who knowerh not how to doe well, doth it not ? becanſe there are ſinns 


df unoraunce(laithBellaomn_)o ie 


ther chis be a ſinne of ignoraunec in Bellarmin. , or not , that when he 
ſhould ſay(if he will check the cocluſion)there w ſinme to 1gnorant. he ſaith 
(as if that were all one)rhe ignorant, ſmreth,Berwene which two thin 


by 


ſed by theTewes, who putting awaye there wives for any cauſe did mar” 


Who knoWwerh net how to doe well, doth, 
4 6 not, ſarrne1h, though leſſe then. hee that, offenderh wittingly. 7 konvy nor whe 


- 


dlait.es.4, '7 


W----- 
there is a great difference in S. [awes his meauing.” Fors, fames in = 7A martia 


ſewords? there is finne to him,dothſpeakeem 
that man the ſame that our faviour didm thePhariſi:s, when(becaufe 
they boaſted of their ſight & knowledg) © he tould the thatthey 8 had 
elf expoundethvit that. therr ſrm- 
ne remained,that is to ſay,continuedand ſtood firme &ſctled. The cn 
tome of rheGreeke rougue whereins, fame; wrote doth geve thisPhra 


rically,& noterh/jn *o cftia, 


celok.o 21 
Ei hece a mar- 


ſe that ſenſe,as alſothe Hip the language vſed by (hrz#)raffaring ***- 


Chrifts words after the ſame manner: & the matterrreared of doth ar- 


gue that he meant nor generally of ſinue, bur offinne being& cleaving cx.,c 2.4 


to a manin fpeciall 8& pecularſort. For as 1 the ſervant. that. knew his 
e Maiſters will, 4id did not according to it,ſhulbe beaten. with many ſtrips-but 
he that knewe it not (5-yet did conrit things worthy of ftrips, ſhal be beaten with 


fewe. Likewiſe in tranſgreflis whereato the puniſhment anſwereth, hee 
that know:th how to doewel,c+ doth it not , finme s to han he hath it he off end. 


ethnotably: But he that knoweth not how to doe wel, doth evil bath not ſinne 
ſrickeng to hem Jous ſirme remainerh not, he ſnmerh not ſogretly Ogrreverſy: 

Wherfore whe Bell.drawcth eur of that fentence ſuch a c6cl X as if 
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Of the layofulines of « Fl arruagy 

S Zames in ſaying there is ſinne to him,had ſimply meant, he frrroch;ZBel 
ay miſtzkerh ch: meaning of the ſentence;which if the textir ſelf 
cannor in torme him, his doctors well conſider. d may. But take the 
right mearng & the concluſion wil be found. Whoeſsever doth not pood 
oF honeſt things, except i be of ignoraunce,he ſinneth deſperatche c5- mainely. 


. T herefore Whoſo of LgNOXANCE ommuttern to doe them, be ſinneth not deſperately. 


And thus our concluſion drawen ttomChriſts ſcntence is rather confir 


med the preiudiced by this example, Yea let eve S, Auſtm,whole autha . 


ritie Bellarmin, doth ground onherein,bediligently marked: & hims 


ſelf in matching theſe ſentences together bewrayeth an overſight, 


which being corrected will help2 the truth with light & ſtrengch, For to 


make the one of the like rhe other, hee 1s faine to tathion Chryfts ſpeech | 


1g this ſort: To hun. wha putteth aWay bes wife without the cauſe of whorcde- 
me C- marricth auother "ts hum. there us rhe cryme of commutmg adulterie, 
NowChri# hatk not* theſe words of cmpharicall properrie,and ſtrong 
ſignihication, whereby he might tcach,as S,e Augnitm,gathcreth, thar 
whoſocver putteth away his wite tor any cauſe, ſavctor ghoredome, 
and marricth another,committeth adultericin an high degree: and ſo 
imply by conſequence, that who ſoc marricth another, though having 
put away his torm:r wite tog whoredome , yet commirreth adultcric 
r00,A leſle aduleerie, 


But that which(bri# ſaithis imple flatt,ablolute;.he commureech ad- . 
And therefore as it may be interred ourof S.lames,that he. 
who ommirtcth the doing of good through ignoraunce, ſfinnerh nor; 
with a lottic hand.in reſolute {titnesot an hardned heart:Soe conclude: 


wlterie. 


wecrightly out of Chr:#ts wordes that h:e who having put away his 


wife for whor:dome,matrricth anothcr , committ<rh not adulceric in. 


any degree at all, 


The tir ſentence thenalleaged by S, Auſtinw. & after him preſſed by 


Cur adverſarics our of the ſc ripturs,is ſoc farr from diſproovng, that ir 
prooueth rather the ike conclufions fromthe likefentences, Theſe- 
condeand thirdear: out oftheire owne braynes: The one of Bell. for- 


ging,the other of the Pamphlertcrs;Bellarmms, Hee that fealeth , except 
far neede,ſinncth. The Phamplertters, Hee that, maketh a lye,except it be 
for a Vanntage doth wilfully ſmn.... Where of they ſay it were a wrong and . 
badd inferrence, T bat. hee ſameth not who ftealeth for neede:and hee who _ 


x bee 


heb for a Uanntage, ſwmeth not wilfundly, 


A badd inferrence indeed, 
But rhe fault there of is,in that 


fond,and imply. vatruth, _ They might havedifpured as fitly.ro. their 
purpoſc,and prooyeditas forcibly,itthey had uledibisexamplc:e 48 


| e ſentences are not hike to Chrifts, 
For (brifts is from Heaven, tull of truth and wiſdome : Theſgofimen, _ 


foracce - 


Y Md 


' Upoiwa lawfull Divorce, © Pas.1s, 
oure-foored beaft; except eApes & Hlonkeis are druoyd of rexjon.orthis 1® 
j Ley (Features c_ firare beaiti.For hereof it her; whe be conclu 
dcd iuſtly that Aﬀes are not beaits,& Apesare not devoyd of reaſo6.No, 
But this perhaps might bee concluded inſtly,that hee had not muchre 
aſon,nor was farre from a bcaft thar would make ſuch ſentences,Con- 
ſidering that all men who write or ſpeake with rexſon, mcane thar to be 
denicd in the p<rticular which theydocexceptfroma gencral affirmed 
And therefore ſith he finnerh who ſtcalethithough for neede,as the wi 
ſe man ſheweth,and hee that licrh for a vauntage doth willfully finne, 
ea the more willfully ſorrymes, becauſe 'ora vanntage , as whenthe 
cribs belycd Chri#:; It were a verie fond and witlefle ſpeech to ſay,that 
Whoſoeucr ſtealerh,except it bee for needs, finneth;e And Whoſorver lhyeth except 
it bee for 4 vanntage doth wilfslly ſine, Wherefore theſe ſent.nces are no 
moreliketo (rits, them copper is to gould , or wormewocd to the 
bread of Heaven. 

Neither ſhall they ever finde any {-ncece liketo his indecd?, of whi..h 
the like concluſicn may not be inferrcd,as we inf. rre of that. Andſoe 
th: m2in2 ground of my prin.ipall rcaſo propoſedin the beginning, 
r-myneth ſure & clearly proored;that he by Chriſts ſentence commir 
teth 110t adulterie, who-having _ away his wite tor whored6e mar- 
ri-th anoth-r. Whereof ſceig it tolloweth neceſſ2rely;that hewho hath 
putaway his wi'e for whoredome, may lawfully marric another , as I 
thcre declared: it followerth by the like neceſſity,of colequence,thart the 

popith docrine mainreined by our adverfariesdenying the fame, 

is contrarie to the ſchriptuere and doth gainſay 
the truth delivered by the Sonne 
ot God. 


lpr0, 0.9 


| Of chelawfullnel of OMearinge. 
THE SCCOND CHAPTER, 


T he places of Scripture aleadged by our adverſaries to diſproove the Latefull 
bberty of age after Divorcement for «Adulterie are Propoſed, ,Exani- 
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ned, andl proeved not to mak againſt ut, 
Ain& Auſtin.in his learned bookes of Chriſtian DoRtine, wher 
| _ he gevesrules how to tiade the right & true ſence of Scriptur- 
-———_—_ es,doth w.l«adriſe the fairhtul, Faſt to ſearch & trarks thoſe things 


Which are ſet devone 1n.,the Scriptures plamely,and then. to goe in., hange 
with ſifring &- diſcuſſing of the darke places : that the darker fpeaches may beo 
made evident by Patterns & examplesof the move plame (> manifeſt, & the ve- 
cords of certame 0 undowbted ſentences may take away doubt of the wicertaine, 

This wholeſome & iudicious Counſaile of S,z>Auſtinz if our adveria 
ries had bin as carefulto tallow,as rhey are willing to thew the tollow 
him in theſethings which he bath written lefle £dviſediy : they would 
not havcalleadged & urged the places of Scripture, whichthey doe a- 
gain(t the poyar of doQine hitherroprooved out ofthe 19. of S. Mz 
tbew. For Chiiſtin that place dothop-nthe marter & decide the quel- 
tion moſt plainely & fally : of purpoſe anGycring. the Phariſes, In 06 
thers,cither is not handled ot of , but inciderly touched, or 
in generallty ſet downe-more bridfly, & ſve more darkely & obſcur.ly. 

Wherefore if any of the other places hadſeemed unto the to raiſe 
a ſcruple,and ſhewcof ſome repugnacie :they ſhould have taken paines 
to explaine & level it by rhat int $. 4dath. thedarkerby the clearer,the 
briefter by the iarger, the uncertein& ambigguous by the undoubted 
& certeine,Bur ſeeing they have choſen to follow S.eAuſt*zs overſights 

b Ciecrelib.z: rather then his belt adviſes inlike ſorte as Furrws, an orator of Rome 
__ didimitate Frmbria whole force of ſpzech and arguements he attained 
not to, but pronounced broadlye & et his mouth awry like him : wee 
mult ſay of themas Chrilt of the Phareſes © Let rhem.. alone thy are blund 
leaders of the blind; and our ſclyes ecndevour to follow S. Auſtin, inthat 
cmat 15,14. he ſollowed Chriſt, who clearedthebdarker place of e Hoſes by © the 
Pe 24 plainer word & ordinanceof Ged, The which ifwe doz,we ſhall (by 
Gods grace afily percicye,tharnoneofal the places aleadged by our 
adverſaris, doth make againſt chedoctrine altedy proved & cocluded.- 

For the firſt ofthemis in the 5.'of Math. Whoſerver fhal put away bis 
Wife,except it he for Whoredome doth cauſe her to commit adultery, And whoſo 
e995 WT Peng deth commen agdukery,T heſe word:-((aith Bell. 
andilooke whar Bell.lairh the,thepamphietier fairt with hany ſo-rhar | 

. Cen Y 


Up nhitifullDiveres, 

one of their names may ſerve for both;and reaſon Bellarwie have the 
honour)T heſe words. e-And Whoſo marrieth her that is put away oth com- 
wit adeltery muſt be either generally raken without excegr227 or with the excep- 
$107, Except it be for whoredom. ff generally, then he Who marricth ber 
that is put away, even for are gg _ Yvoth commu adultery,T ne ory my 
marriage u not diſſolved and looſed by her putting away :but compary acme, 

onely , For he ap marrieth of poly ol agree gre un kf ſhe Were 
bound yet to her firmer buſbad. And thus farr Bellarmny, ſayth well:burt iu 
perfluouſly, For the words may not be generaly taken,fith they have.re 
lationto the former ſenten e,wherero they are cou pel!d;: nd that ſen 
tence ſpeakerh of her whichis pnt away except for whordem,Their mean 
iugthcn mult needs be that he who marrierh hier whic þ is ſo put away 
doth commit adultcrie, Neither could Bell. be ignorant kcreot , or 
doubt with any likelyhoode, bur that this is-our iudgmet,& would be 
our anſwer. Whercfore his two forked difpute about the words , was 
aflouriſh onely to makcus afrayde :as if hee fought with a two bande 
ſword, which would kill al that came in his way Fur now he gocth {ore 
warde upon his enemies pike , an laiethabour him on the other ſide, 
if tbe words muſt be taken with the exception. : then. he that marricth a whore 
Put oWay from, her huſband , comittethnor aduterie, &- conſequently the whore 
% in better caſe then the innocent & chaſl, For the whore s; free & may be marrs 
ed Yphereas the innccent that us uninStHy put away , can nether have ber fe11:& 
hnſband,nor marrie another,But this moſt abſurd, that the lawe of Chriſt 
being moſt inft;would have herto be in better caſe & ſtate, thatis iultly 
pat away,then her that is unjuſtly, For anſwer unto which reaſon 
of Bell. Iwould ſpurr hima queſtion, wherhcr by the Popes law,whi: h 
forbiddeth a man thar g hath been twiſe marricd, or b hath married a 
widow,to take holly orders & admitteth on thereto that hath kepr or 
happely keepeth many concubines,a whormoger bein bctter caſe the 
an honeſt man : and if a whoremoger bs ſo by the Popes Jawe, wheth- 
er we ought to iugde that this is moſt abſurd ornoe . Here if he ſhould 
auſwer that the Popes lawe is not moſt iuſt & therefor noe marvel if it 
have ſome ſuch things as were mofteabſurd to be imagined byChriſts 
law : I muſtackowledge he ſpake reaſon, Wel,I would ſpurr him the 
anoth-r queſtion, wherher he thinke that I ame in better caſe the any 
Teſuit, yea, then the beſt of them all. Phy he will anſwer, there is noc 
compariſon. The beſt > naythe worſt of them is in better caſe 
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then Iam: YetT may marrieit Tliſt: and none of them may becauſe kExtr c, me- 


of their vowe( Belike this Vow-DoGrine was norteſiabliſhede by 


mIn imus, 


Quiclerici 


the lawe of Chriſt , Whichſis moſte juſte , bur by the $3 lawe vyovenice 
rather. ' - Or itis naoſt abſutde _ 2 podre Chiriftiane aud hee 


in 
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Pap. 18. Of the Lawfulines of EHarriage. 
in better caſe, then the provdeſt Teſuir. But heere peradventure the man 
will fay rather thar wee ate Heretiqu: s,and they Catholiqucs,and the 
meaneſt Catholique is in better caie,even fot nis aiths iake , tnth any 
Heretique warſoever:whichif he doe as itis likely ,neither can hee ſay 
ought with probability burothis effe& , then hath hee confutedand 


overthrowen his argument, Fer by this anſwere hee cannot chuſe bur | 


graunt thar the ſimpleſt woman being put away vniultly from her huſ- 
band is in better caſefor her chaſtities ſake. though ſhee may not mar 
rie, theu warſoever whorethat may. And Ihope hee will nor ay that 


peia de parti» the ſtewes and cuttizans at Rome areiu better caſe then honeſt mat- 


__ cCidis. 


% g.levit 20.10, 


o Devt.23.15 
pKevecl,21.8 


rons there divorced from their huſbands. Yer may none of theſe, 
while their huſbans live bee ioyned to others., whereas the curtizaus 
are free ro marrie whom they will, ifany will marrie them who are ſoe 
free. Howbeit ,leaſt any place af cavelling be left him , aud ofpre- 
rending a difference betweene thoſe , who having had the uſe of mar- 


-riage loſethe benefitofit, and thoſe who loſe it not having never had | 


it: 1 wil ſet before him a plainedemonſtratipn thereof in married per- 
fons. Sz2nws (as the Romaine Hiſtorie.recordeth)did put away his wife 
eX:picata aiuſtly ; therby to winne the rarher the favour of Livia,which 
was the wife of Druſus, Livia beingcarried awaic with the wicked intiſe 
mets ofS:;aus was not only nought ofher body with him, but coſered 
alſo ro make away her huſbad Druſ#s with poiſon. Now ler Bell. tel us 
whether of theſc two were in bettir caſe Apicata or Livia; Loviathe ad 
ultercſle and murdercfſe ofher hulband, becing free to marry,or chaſt 
Apicata being boundeto live ſolitarie. If he ſay Liviaſhould have ben 
put rodeath by the ® Romaine law becauſe of hcr murdnr & the had 
thee not bein betrer calc the eApecarator liberty to marrie: I reply thar 
likewiſc-by the law of Aoſes the woma who © hriſt ſpeaketh of, ſhould 
have bee putto death, becauſcof her adultcry,& ſothe doubr here cea 
{ſed too. But the law ofe Moſesbeing left vnexecuted on the adulterous 
woman,as the Romain was for the tyme of Livza;let Bellarmin, anſwer 
' to the poynt,notas of Lrvia onely,but ofany whor that hath wrought 
her huſbads death, and for want of proofe,or through the Magiſtrats 


q... ſim, 4.8 fault is faffered ro-live,whether ſhee bee in better caſe then an honeſt 


» a - 


chaſt,religious matron,thatis put away from her huſband vnyultly. 
Which, if hee dare nor (aye , confidderinge one the one (i- 
de the plagues that in this life,and þ inthe life rocome are layd vp for 
ſach miſcreants,on the other the bleſſed: q promiſes of chem both aſ- 
ſured ro the Godly: then hee hath noe refuge,but hee muſt needs con 
feſle that his argument was fond. For the murdering whore is not an 


adutcrefle by the law of Chrif,though (bee take another man her 
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þ Upon; lavefol Drvorce, Va. 19. a 
huſband —_ : and yet the chaſt Matrone werean adultereſfe Nam For, 


if ſhee married while her huſband1iverh,who hath uniuſtly pur her a- cer oubere 
way:Whezein this notwithſtanding is to be weighed that a chaſte wo- 7o*<ft.inno. 
mans caſe is nor foe hard in comparſon of the whores, infte d1wiſſs, 


nes pil reme 


No, Not for marriage neither, as Belle, by cunniug of ſpeeche 4 
woulde makeit ſeeme to countenauce therewith his reaſon, For he fra pore, mage 
meth his words ſos,as if the chaſt had no poſſibility of remedy ar all, *<:i «vere 
neither by having her former haſbid,nor by marrying another: & the 
refore were in worſe caſe rhe the whore who is free to marrie, whercas 
the truth is,rhar by Chris lawe ſhe nor enely may but ſought to have , ©, 1ern + 
her former huſband. | Cveſ,4 

And why ſhould not ſhee be as likely torecorver her haſbands good 
will,to whom ſhee hadd bene faithfull:as a faythlefſe whore 2nd infa- 
mous ſtrumpetr to get a newe huſband? ; 

Chicfly ſeing thar it is to be preſumed rheylovedech other when 


. they married:and experiece ſheweth that Fatlmg our of Lov ers 5 a rene- *Terene. 


wing of love. Burif trough the frowardnes of men on the one ſides, 324 
__ fooliſhnes on the other , the chaſte wife could hardly reconcitz 
her huſdid,che whore ger eaſily a match iirfufficeth rhar'the law of 
({+ri#t cannot bee juſtly charg: d with abfurdity,though ir doe enlarg 
the vnchaſt and lewdin ſomeoutward thing, in whichir enlarg=th nor 
the chaſt, Nomore then theprovidence ofGod may be controlled yer 17 r. 
and nored of iniqui Y though ,theevil & wickeden 1oy certaine earth P14173.5. 
ly bleſſings in this life, which are not graunted the vpright & godly. 
Wherefore the firit place of Scripture out of S.eFHathew arid forced by |, 
Bell.with his 2 horned argument(as the Logitions tearme it)dorh {er' Cornu:ussy 
ve him as much toannoy our caule;as the Iron hornes made in Achabs 198/{mus. 
favour by Jedech:ah the talce prophet did ſtand him in ſtead to puth & 
conſume the hoſte of the eAramners, | 

The ſecond place is writren in the tenth of Marke.3Who ſo putreth a- 
way his wift aud marrieth anether committeth adulterie agaynſt her: and if a \vo 
14 put away her huſband, & be married to another ſhee commuteth adulterie. 
Thelike\whereof is alſo inthe fixtenth of Luke ® whoſoever puttorth away 
his wift and marrieth azother commuttth adultery: &- Wwhoeſoever merrieth her * luk 16.18 
that. u put away from. her huſhand,commiteth adultery. T heſe words (ayth 
Bellarmin ) doe teach generally that marriage comratted & perfefted betweene 
the faithfull,1s never ſoe diſſolved that they maye lawfilly ioymn other Wedlocke, 
And whereas wee anſwer thatrheſe general ſenrences are to be —_— 
ded with a ſaving of theexceptis mentioned'in e Hathew,becanſe one 
Evangbelsft doth add oftentymes that another ommirteth ; and 
eHatbew cls where contrary vito eAarke w Lake, which(fith they;al 
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y, Mark 16, 12, 


© ,Mar.t9,. 


wrote 


i 
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wroteas they weremoved by the holy: ſpirit of truth )is impollibel: 
Bell:replicth that the Evangeliſts in th omit or add ſomewhat now 

and than,which other Evangeliſts hayc not omittedor added; but 

they doe never, omit in ſuch ſort that the ſentenceis made falſe. A 

frange kind of {pcech,As ifall generall ſentences were talſe from the 

which ſome ſpeciality,though notexpreſſed inthe ſame place , yer by 
conference With others, is underſtood to be expreſſed. Sure the Ct- 

od-prry ”. vill Lawewhich in learned mens optuons hath much truth , will then 
dexegal.juris beſtained fowlly with untruths & lyes. For how many ſentences & 
odtitia Iles ſer downean itwithfull & gen-ralltearmes,whereot not withita 
| NG ding there 1s none þ lightly but {uftereth an exception. The Canon 
perSpeciers law alſo (whoſe credit & authority,Bellarmin. mult render , hewſoever 
Dig 1 1a tote hedoetheCivill)hath ſtore of ſuch axioms,and*rcacherh accordingly 
pen _ T hat 4 perticalar dotb derogate from. thegenerall, But what {peake I of 
eplal91) meslawes ? In the {crjprure it ſelte fob {aith that %the bypocrite ſhallperiſh 
fprov..0.5 for ever,like the che and David, that the © wicked ſhal turne mto hell , all na- 
twons that forget God, Salomon that f Everie proud harted may. is ar. ab- 

gLuk.13.3, 07mation tothe Lorde though hand toyne in, band he ſhall not be unpumſhed. 

vEſay.r' e Th.fe ſentences of fob & Dawdc Salomon. arc truein the belictc of 
ns '* Chriſtians ; yetforaſmach as they muſt be underſtood with an excep- 
1.t0nz5.3-% tion, according to the Dodrine of Chriſt and his ſervants,faing unto 
Sen > finnersExcept ye repent Te ſhalalperiſh : 1n the Ieſuits indgement they are 
Nic Ly1anus. made falſe. And Jonas ſemblably,when he preached to the Ninivirs' yet 
——--mgves WY forty dazes, and Nine ſhalbe overthrowen_,acuſed them with an untruth: 
»1vnam, thoughlearned men doe findeatruth in his ſpeech, as robe thus rake 
that Ninivch ſhould be overthrowen. except it repented, Or if Bellarmin., 

alſo acknowledg the ſame, which he maynor chooſe ,unleſſe of aleſuit 

he wil becoma lulian,andquire renounce the Chriſtian faiththen ac 
knowledgeth he thar he platerh the parte ofa guiltul Sophiſter or ama 

I1cious Rerhorictan , in lignifinge that the ſentence of Chriſt is made 

talle,if it beexpound.d an4 underſtoode with an exceprio othcrwhere 

expretſed. And with all by conſequence he acknowledgeth farther, 

that itisan idleand brainſick amplification which hereupps he laviſh- 

erh out Jeſuit like and vainely miſpeudeth paines & times about it, by 

ſaying tha tels (i the ſer:tence ſerſooth were falſe )the Evangehſts had decer- 

ved men to whom. they delsvered rhesr Goſpells making vo mentnon of other E- 

vangelift s and that, when Marke wrote bus Goſpel at Rome receved by the preac 

borg of P-ter,hee ard not ſend rhe Romames backe to Mathews goifels aston 
fommentary: Nay Math: 'wsgoipelhadd bene then at Kome - in the handof 

tbef yt furl, gr-mry be wel thought that Marke Whos not. have voritten,; and 
Mts Mark tro not40.udd anghtroMather as Lohacddſmrwad;;. bu 
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+" Upon alevſull Diverce, Pag.2t, 
enely that the Romaines might the better remember that which Peter taug ht: 


TENT A 
For | Irenze ® Euſebius aud » Icrom geve this cauſe ; and that Luke wrote Copies, 


his Goſpel for oe nations to Whom, Paul had preached, and vnto whom, the —_—_ _— 


books of Mathew ard Marke were not yet come, but certayue falſe writings of Mateo, 
Falſe Enangeliſts onely:as o himſelf ſheweth briefly, and it 1s more clearly gathe- 


red out of Ambroſe, q Euſebius and*Ierom. - hen 
And1n concluſion, that the things therefore which Marke and Luke Luccaps 


ſay muſt bee ahſolutely;true, not depend of Mathews Words,unleſſe our mea- 93d +,ki 
ng be that they Were decerved, Who did read Marke or Luk without Mathew rb de vicis il- 
For by this realon of Bellarmin., the words of lob, David,Salomor, and \lribus in 
fonas, mutt bee ablolutely true , & not depend of (-riſts words in Luke  * 

or by Eſay : vnlcs our meaning bee, that they were deccived, who read 

the Pſalmes of Dawvi4or Slomons proverbs, or heardfob or las ſpeake 

withoat Chriſt .whi. h likewiſe might rcceive a gay ſhewe by ſaying that origenia 
els (if theſ: (cntences were falic) theſe holy m-n had deceived them to j9> Bib 5. 
who they {pake or wrote,making noc mention of other holy teachers: 1 nopC face, 


aud that when /ob,and David, and Salomon, and lonas dideitherr write y' "_—_—_— 
or ipcake, they did not put men oucr vnto Luke or Eſay as to a comen- lib 18 cp,47, 
rari: ; Nay /obs words were vttcred , betore either of them, or any of TAONIOOR = 
Ci:r:ſts pen-m& of the whole Scripture wrote, as ſſundry of the Fathers Choſen poly 
doe probably reach:and * /##45 did looke that Niniveh thould be oyer- ion 
throwen according to his abſolute ſpecch,ſo farre was he of from ſend y.:Kingr4.25 
ing the Ninivites to ſuch as ſpecifie the exception, beſides that, had he * 2.9 15:30. 
ſeurt them,whicher ſhould they have gone,who neither knewetheScrip- PE iy 
rares,and * livcd befurethe tyme of Luke and Eſzy both? David too, & 1. , _ 
Salomon, were their auncicnts farre and ech did {ctr torth- the one his 17.1K's 4438 
Pſalmes, the other his Proverbs (even thoſe which they did writ) not 5:57noel. 
all at once but by partes ; and partly * their owne-titles , and y other pres > 
Scriptures argue, partly * «Athan.iſius> *T heodorer, and b Bede fignifie: qr um 
neither did Luke or Eſay write to ad ought-to rhe Plalmes orProverbs, iu pſatn pres 
or to the words of fob or [onas,as * Ezra did to the booke of Kings ; i 
Bur E/ay to publiſh onely his owne Prophecie.and theſtorie touching .,_.... ,,. 
it, Luke the Goſpel of Chrift andAQs of the Apoſtles, Here were a trim- kes of Chxoni 
me tale, whieh might bevery forcible with a man forlorne , like Judas e* 
7{cariot,to perſwade him,rhat the ſentences of fob of David, of Salomon, 
of fonas concerning the diſtrution ot hypocrits andall the wicked, are 
not to bee expounded our of Luke or Eſey , with an exception of Re- 
pentance, Yea, this/hould of reaſon heve greater tor. e and weight 
cher®Bellzymins of the ſame ſpinning. For he {ayth that Marke did not” 
write his Goſpell to add oughtto Mathew, Which thing beeing graun- 
td; yerHarks notwithſtanding migtit be _” IR: by e-#1 _—_— 

| . " 


Iup.52. Of the lavefullres of e Harrtaye 
and ſoe much the rather,e WHarhew having ſpecified anexceprion,that 
di Reguls  eHarke omitteth:as 4theLawiers teach that their, Generall rules were 
furlp., © not writtcnto addought vnto the former , yet muſt bee expounded 
with the exceptions touched inthe former Lawes. Bur in the ſpieder- 

webb rhatT have woven after Bellarmims patterne , ic is contraric wile ; 

that Eſay and Luke did not write to add oughtao the'Pſalmes or Pro- 

verbs ; or to the words of foh or Fonas ; whuch hath greater colour to 

prove that their ſayinges ſhould not bee abſolutely true, & not deped 

of exceprions mentioned ſo long after , neither meane ro bee joyned 

to them: Chicfly for alianes from rhe Common-wealth of Iſraell,ſuch 

as they that heard /ob and fonas were, who lived not to read the Doc- 

trine of Chrsſt in his Prophets and Apoſtles, Wherefore ſeeing Bellarm, 

is for ced to acknowledg it were a lewd parte toreaſfon and conclude 

this on generall ſentences of /ob, David, Salomon, that an hypocrite,'a 

wicked, & proud-harted man,ſhall nor bee forgiven and ſaved though 

hee repent:much more muſt hee acknowledg a fault, in his diſputinge 

gathering out of e Harke and Luke thar a man having pur awaye his 

wite mayenor marrye another,though he have put hcr away for whore 

dome. And hercby wee may ſee what honour they both, himſclf and 

the pamphfetter,who in this whole diſcourſe gocth with him'!oote by 

foote,ſave that by enterlacing more fond vuſavory words , hce over- 

runneth him ſomerymes : a cover weel beſceming and worthy ſu. ha 
cuppe,onely ſomewhar broadcr; but hercby wee may ſee what honour 

they have done eS. eAufim in knitting vpp the ir tale with his words, 

_ + a Who are wee that. wee ſhould ſay Some putting aWway their wrucs,and marrymg 
1.cadg, other, Commit adnlterie:and ſome doeing ſor commu it uot, Whereas the Goſpel 
ſayth, that. every oue commnterh adultery, Who doth ſo? Even as much hon- 
our as themſelves ſhould gayne, if in the forlorne mans caſe, whichI 
ſpake of they were his ghoſtly Fathers , and put him inthis comforte 
f.Col.320, yo are wee that, wee ſhould ſay,ſome wicked men ſhall goe to hell, (namely the 
+ King.z.12 Ynrepentant) ſore (the repenrant) ſhall not goe, whereas the Scripture ſayth 
.aKin.6.2!, that, everie Wicked men ſhallgoe to Hell. Lett this kinde of dealling in re- 
dt "om 1- furing matters bee once allowed for currant:andevery Prieſt and Ieſuit 
eont3 lib,z ag well as the Popejwill have more Royall power , even ever Princes: 
3 pmer what ſhould I ſay over common Chriſtians ? For whereas it is written 
datru 10. inthe Epiſtle ro the Colloſians fChilaren obey rour Parents in all thimgs«: 
Andr 22r.tro and Prophets were honourcd with the name of Fathers , not onely 
cew. , \\, by theirs ſchollers, the childreofthe Prophers,bnt alſo by the '\Kings 
logic o& Of I{rael:thei title of Father geven to all prieſts though not inſuch de- 
ebe Engliſhi oree as to k the Pope, yet toall prieſts & to Ieſuirs eoces.ia ſomuch 
_ —_ thara! greatperſon of Rome doth terme them not Fathers onely with 
the 
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_ VUponalatefultDiverce, Pa. 23. 
the peaple, but the Reverend Fathers, the (atholique Fathers , the good Fa- ret engy 7 
ther; of the ſncxety of the holy name af 7eſus : this title then applicd & geven giecbap 4- 
2 them all will quickly winnetheir ſchollers to thinke that the m obe.. *"?"*0% 
dience commaundea t2 eards them. ts obedience in all thmgs. Now wepro- 
reſtants reach thar neverthetefle ſuppoſing they were in deed Fathers 
not caterpillers of the Churche, yerif Prieſt or Izſuit or the pope him- 
{elf hould commaund a mi to comit murder or whoredome, or theft, 
bee might not ce obeyed, becauſe it is writreninthe Epiſtle to the E- 
phelias ® Children obey your Parents m the Lord, whencethat to the Col 
loſians ought to beeexpounded , that Parents muſt bee ſofarre {orth 
obeyed,in all things as ſtandeth with the dewty which children owe to 
God, andin pictic they may, Bur if ſome Catholique Father thould 
denic this,and fay (like Father Robert )that. $,Paule m deed ommutreth or 
adderh ſome what. in one Epiſtle , which hee hath not omitted or added man- 
ether, but hee doth never omut mſuch ſorte that. the ſentence 1s made faulſe: for ei ad 
els S,Paule hadd decerved the Coloſſians to Whom: heeſent thets Epiitle qrakong — —— 
#0 mention of that. other tothe Epheſirns: eAndſurely when hee Wrote to the <piſt, 
Colloſſians from. Rome, he did not ry them. back to his Epheſian Epiſtle as to 9. Tags at, 
a commentury;nay if that © prite had bene in their bads ge may be Wellthought, ; 
that hee would not hxve witten to them. For hee did not wrae the Epiſtle to the 
(lloſſians thereby io 4dd ought to that. which he had written unto the Epheſſi- 
@15 ,as hee didthe later tothe (ormthians or T heſſalomans, after the former, 
but onely to rec 'ay me t116Colloſſians from their errour that, man 15 recon ded,c 
bath acceſſe to God by Angels to-corett their Jewnſh and Heathemſh obſerva- , yorst.in 
r7ons;for 0 Chryſoltom * TheophylaR, andq Occumenius geve thts caſe, firutlib.4, | 
T hat which Paule therefore ſayth to the Colloſſians muſt be abjolutly true, & by te 
not depend of that hee ſ.:yt bto the Epheſians, vnleſſe onr meaning bee that, they Syrique 
Were decerved, who read the Epiſtle to the ( olloſſians without the other. It ſome A 
Carholique Fathcr (I ſay) thould ſpeakethus,agaynſt our interpreting (at cometh) 
of Scripture by S-ripture, would not his children (rrow ye) thinke it ones 
ſtrongly & invincibly proved, that they muſt obey him abſolutely in all 
things ? Chiefly, if as Farher Rgberr bringeth Auſtin, ſoc he brought® 
Caſſians 3.Chriſoſtoms ſcholar in, who prayſeth one AArtiue (a novice of 
an Abbey in Egypr)as a moſt worthy patrern of obedieceto his abbar 
or3 Father,as you would ſay for that he was ready to catt his owne na. 
tural ſonne a litle child ,into the River at his commandement & ſoeas can 11.4 
much aslay itthi did murder his ſonne, bur that ſome by theAbbats ap cp.28. 
poyntemet did recaive him beinge caſte out of his Fathers hands to.. ©2210, 
wards the Riyer,& ſaved him from drowning. For heerwho extolleth 
this Novices fayth:& devotioro Heave, affirming that the Abbar was 


by revelation ſtraightway advertiſed , that e47uti hadd pertormed 
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Pag-24- Of the lavefulln et of e Marriage. 
yEcnel 23-2. , , Fr chove, the Patriarks worke by the obedience, as if rhere were noe 
difference between the * Lords commandement and: n Abbats might 
have formed a ſentence like A»ſtirs in defence thereof:Wh; emer that. 
wee ſhould ſay Children in ſome things muſt obey th:;-*Parents , &- in ſome they 
Cw ps the Scripture ſayth .ChilZrex., obey your Parents in all things, 
By the which conſtruction whatſoever a mans mother ſhould com- 
::1ins.r3 Mandhim ,muſt beobeyed too, ſhe being comprehendedin the name 
To 45.8 of Parents : and what ſoever a mans , Maiſter ſhould command , hee 
a Y * becing alſoa Father , and whatſoever , any Governour ſhould com- 
A.c.7.2 032. mand, Or frend that hath done good , or an oldeGray-headed man 
das they berng Fathers all, rhough not by nature, yer by office, benefir, or 
= © age. Andthen had King = eſadoneevill in putting downe his mother 
e Maachah from her ſtate becauſe ſhee hadd made an Idole 1n a grove; 
a1,$6m.2217 & in breaking downe her Idoll; and ſtamping it, & buruing it. And 
- 8,4.5et.5- a Doeg the Edomire had deſerved grearer prayſe then Saubsſervants,ſith 
; they World not meve their hands to fal upon. the Lords Prieſts, when their 
Maiſter bidd them;which Does did andexecuted his wrarh tothe vtter 
moſt. And the b Apoſtles haddoverſeene themſelves, when they diſo- 
beyedthe high Prieſt, and rulers and Elders of I{racl; and gave thisre- 
aſon of it Wee ought rather ta obey God then men. Yea that wretched im- 
pious & execrable fryer , who did more then barbarouſly murder his 
SoveraigneLorde the * French King the annoynted of the x1cnuesr 
\MENELE may then becexcuſed, excuſed” nay commended and praylcd by tray- 
1589. Augu-2. £TOUS papiſts, as having done thar which hee ought : ſcing iris likely 
thateither Pope or Prieſt, or Icſuit or Abbat,or ſome of his ſuperiours 
commanded him to doe it. Such abſurd conſequents of Bellarming 
afhrming that -Harkes and Lukes words muſt bee abſolutely true,and not de- 
pendof «Mathew, doc ſhew whar great reaſon h-e had ſoe to ſpeake.For 
ir is writren of the Citrie of Icruſalem, comparcd with the (anaannes, 
< Brek 10.44 EArorites, and Hirites © Such mother Such dang hter-in like ſort may it be 
ſayd of this conſtruction of the holy Scripture compared with Bells, 
Such conſequence ſuch antecedcnt, And this Gove of his ſecond place. 
b.3.om,”.1 The third isin the Epiſtle ro the Romaines the ſexeth chap, q Knowe 
yee not bretheren.. (for f ſpeake to them that, knowe the law ) that, the lavy hath 
Dowunon. over aman as long as hee liverh ? For the woman , which  m ſub- 
sxthon to a man, us bound by the lay to the man while heelwveth: but | 
bee dead, ſhee ts delivered from. the lavy of the man.Sothen if While the man ls 
veth ſhee take another man ſhee ſhatbe called an adultereſſe : but if the man bee 
dead ſhee 15 free from the law , for that ſhee is not an adultereſſe , though ſhee take 
6..007.7.39 another man.Ont of Which place and e the like in theſeaventh of the firſt Epiſtle 
to the (orinthians, Wee gather (ſaith Bellarmin) that the band of marriage is 
never 


an 
ii- 


never looſed but by dentb-and that, feiny it is not looſed jefremrayneth after dvvey - 
coment. too, for Whatſoever.cauſe the drvorce bee made. This doth Bellarmnr, - 
gather: but gathering ſo, he reapeth thatwhich che holy Ghoſtſowed 
not. For $.*Pauls _— in thoſe wordsto'the Romaing and Corin- 
thians was , that'the band of marriage isnotlooſed comonly and or- 
dinarily'while both the parties live; not thatabſolutely,itis never too-, 
ſed till one of the die. As in the like caſe(to open the matter by his ow- 
ne examples) hee fſayth Who goes ro Warrfare any ryme at, buys ovone coft ? £x car,g.# 
Now fome' have ferved at their owne charges withour pay fometymes, 
For ſo did thes Roman ſtocke of the Faby agaynft the Vientians and 
Cliniac an Athenian Citizen 2gaynft the Perfians.But men for the moft zPionyſ, 
parteare waged publiquely therevnto, And thatisthe poynt which S. roman 1:.9. 
Paule reſpe&t ed. Againe i Who plamteth 4 ard, & eateth not of the fruxe og li's: . 
rhereof? 4 Hee onwhom they fatherthe firft occaſion of that proverb d,Aaceus or 
e Mary things doch appen.. between, the cupp aud the hpp; ts fayd not tohave AZSPenc G, 
drurike of the fruite of the Vineyard which himfclte had plated, notto Lycopis . 
have eaten thereof belyke, Atleaſtſeing x old men planttrees for their 

ity,neither might 1 the Tewes cate of their fruite in certayn years: E cic.defe- 
It is more then likely that many of them did not.Some did not queſti- 1,Levic 19, 23 
onleſſe : they namely, who ſuſtanied the curſe which God denounced 
ynto them by e Hoſes, T bou ſhalt plant a Umeyard,and ſhalt not wfe the frunte 
thereof. Yer S.Paule (aide wel, becauſe ſuch as plant vines doe enicy crhE PPfur28.;0 
commonly, eAgame who "feedeth a flock & eaterh not of the milke of the |  __ _ 
flock? They eat not of themilke,who doe nor mitke there ſheepeat al : o. vacclib. «, 
& there be who doe not for,feare of impairing therbye the lambs and <5 4 © Kult 
woole. But it is ſufficient for 'S. Paulspurpoſe,& the truth of his ſpeech, ;.c 4. * 
thatmen in moſi*contreis are wontto have them milked : & they who $0933 H- 
under take the paines of feeding flocks,are accoſtomed to eate of the «. arift dehiſt 
milkes of their flockes,e Againe 4 No mar. ever hared bis ovne fleſh,bur $9" monum 
nowreſheth & cheriſheth t, {ato tne yonger, who ſlewe himſclfe at Vrica,* erutl Cap 13. 
was {o farr from nouriſhing & cheriſhing his body, that when his bo- St _- 
wels being gulhed our thereof, he was nor yer dead, he tore the in pie- !plucarccora- 
ces with his owne hands as\ſRaſias alſo did, Neither would S. Pale ,, 1,****> 
havs denied this : who knew that many * hadd killed themſclves,and «© 1,$am.3r. 4 
taken awaie al ioyes of lifefrotmtheir fleſh.” Onely he ment that noe pon 
man hath evcr lightly hated it, burevery one dothnouriſh and cheriſh 
it rath.Tr., Toe mar that warreth emangleth himſelfe with the aff azers of 
life becauſe hewwould pleaſe rim that hath cheſen. him. to be a ſoulter.. 

What ? is this falſe, becauſe*rich' (3aſſzs being choſen bythe Ro. 
mains to be their Generall in Sirria , did withour all careof pleafinge 
them, who had choſen him,playe the marchand man and'orcnpicde 
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Pag.t6. Of che lewfrellnes of Haring — . - 
himſelfe in councels and mony matters ? Or becauſe a band of Cam. 
Panian ſouldiers,who ſerved the King ofSicilic gave theſelves to Citezes 
trades and occupations havnghy treacherie ſeazed one Heſans , dil- 
polſeſſed the rown{men, devided their py Pa & lands amonge 
them,and a band of Romaines did the like at Rhegia, to the diſcon. 


tentment of (uch.as choſe them to be ſeuldiers, - No. for the APoſtle 
who exhorted T ymothy ro bebave himſeife 4s agood &- honeſt ſouldzer of 


Chrifte, was not tolcarne that there are ſome unhoneſt ſoldiers &rerch 
leſl; of their duty, But his meaning was , that ſoldicrs uſualy doe im- 
ploy themſelves on warrlike exerciſes, not on civil aftaters,or domeſti- 
cal buſinzs, when they are choſen once to ſerve , andin the (ame ſcnce 
did he likewiſe ſay, that a married womai.. is bownd by the lawe unte her buſ 
band Whale he leveth ; becauſc the band 6f marriage is not uſuallye & or- 
dinarcly looſed but by death though it may be looſcd, & is ſometimes 
otherwiſe, on rare onwonted cauſes, Which 1s apparant to have been 


eſtin 6,ver 3, his mcaning by that he teacheth that ifan wnbelromg max , who hath a 
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Chriſtian Wife, doe forſake ber then ſhe 1s not m bondape.. For if (he be not in 
bondage, the istree to marric: as the words of Scripture imply by the 
contrarz,and the *Pope d<clarcth. If ihe be free to marriethe band 
of the former marriage islooſd ,els were ſhe bound & not free. Where 
forc ſith the Popes authentical record doth prove out of S. Par, that a 
wife in ſome calc is freero marrie another while her huſoande liveth,. 
the Papiſts muſt acknowledg thats. Paw/ mcant, the band is nor com- 
only looſed but by death ,nor that it is never atal looſcd otherwiſe ab- 
ſolucly and ſimply . Bel..;to frultrat- and. avoyde this anſwer,ſaith 
that 1t inay be praycd by foure reaſos : which he _— torth poore 
unarmed , weake ons ofhisownemultcring,& with a troge hand put- 
eththem to flight that ſoe men imagining that theſeare all that cann 
bealleaged on our fidefor the proote thereot,might thinke that our 
whole torce is quite diſcomfited and Bell. hath wone thefeild, I have 
hard- ſaic that there is. cunning in daubing, Surely there is cunninge 
in this kinde of dealing. Neitheris ir for nothing that onec of outGlo- 
rious Champions doth yauntethat the coomen forte.of{arholigques are 
able to ſay more forus,then wee ce for our ſelves. In deede they would bear 
the common ſort in hand, thattheir learned men in handling ot queſt 
jons andcontroveriies of religion doeſer. downeall obictions thar can 
b= inade.of our parte. And: Lgratit, they ſer down more the ofretimes 
thsſ{cives can ſoudly ankyer, Yet they uſediſcrerio therein by ther leave 
:&mJy a ſtrong reaſo whi bwould trobicthe fowlly if itcame in place, 
they are cOretto wink at & ſaic nothing of itwherto rhetioyn (hu poly 
cy .uow & the alſo, that they take up6The.to be a5. were Our pr wore 
. | 


and artorneys,in ſhewing what may b: ſaied for us. under which pre. 


' toours. Sorhe lefutthere hisarguement beeinge groundede on twe 
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tence they bring in ſuch things as having alrcady ſolution with the ob 
iecion, and prooving unſound, may turne to our cauſes diſcredit and 


places, the one'to the Romains,the other to the Corinthians, we cont 
termyning the whole with oneanſwer : heſaith that our anfiver mayc 
be proved by tower reaſons, which hegathererh our of circumſtances * 
of che former place, al fuch as the later hathneither any kindred with, 
and diſcoy:rerh them to be of no yallw. Bur of the reaſous, which f 
have brought roproveour auſwer fitring borh the places, and parrely 
confirming that $, Pax{might wel qneanc the ſamein theſe, which 1m 
thelike he meant ; partely demonltrating rhat certainly hz d1d ſor, bc- 
caſe it werenor true els that he teacherh of the libertye of Chriitians 


forſaken of rhe unbelevers:theſc reaſons Bellemain,dorth not touch. - '4 2.Exx:" 
Nu marveil for they are rohor. And ir islikelyethat he ſtudied 
not what might be molt ſtrongly faid -in our defence, bur rather wha* Oy" 
cExca.g. 


moſt weakely:rhat ſo he mig {eeme re joyne bataile with us,and ye. 
might be ſure to do him {eltznoc harme, Lerring paſſctheretore che 
helpe which he;offereth in like forte to us as the Samaritans did unto 
the Iewes : I'come untotheuniult & talf: accuſation , wherewith they 
ſought ro hinder thebuylding of rhe 'T _— , I meanethe reaſons 
which heuntruly ſzith,doe witnefſe our anſwerand expoſition ro bee 
falſe. Thoſe he drawerth to there heads, wherof the firlt hath two braun o 
ches : on thatS,Pauls words are plaine ; the other that they are ofte , .. - ug 
repeated. For w hat 1 more plame (ſaith he)ther_'that if while the maze, b 1corg 5 | 
twveth, thewoman take another man, (he 15 called an adultereſſe? andthat 8 the LPR _ 
Woman is bound by the lavve as longe as her huſband liveth PlainezT denienor, | mak >. 2, 
Bur this proofe how pithy & ſtronge loeverhe thought ro ſertic in _ _ 
his fore-front;isalready thewed to be no proofe at all : ſith there are 6 al 1.15. 
plaine words in like ſentences,which neverthelefle muſt be expound- 
ed as theſe areby us. = For what more plainethen that Who planc 
eth a Vineyard,and cateth not of the fruit thereof? and that Who tea- 
d-th a flock and careth nor of the mitke of the locke?arndthar No man 
ever hated his ownefleih, bat nouriſheth & cheritheth ir ? ad that Noe 
Warfarring maenrangleth himſelf with the affaicrs of life?and many 
other (uch,rharmight be alleaged ifinathing {ſo cleare it weare not ſu- 
nous? Nayein theſe ſentences the woordes are more play- 
ne,” thett in thoſe wee ſpeake of , beecauſe thoſe have noe ſhuche 
marke of generality expreſſed in them , as theſe have, Wherefore 
iK foe greate playnneſſe of woordes figttede with generall tokens as/ 
it wete importing that they are true - al yet covinceth nor that they 
F - / 2 ; arc 
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m 'cor 7.15 aremeantofall withoutany exception,tully and vniverſally:how cana 


mn. cap vetum. . . . 
Extra.decon. Ic{ſer playnnefle wantig ſu. h efficacig , convince the lame of thoſcin 
veil conjugs SIO Or if it hould cl{where by reaſon of ſome difference which 
de ſpoſatibes. mightſupplie,by other wieght that this waterh: Yet hereit cannovrpofſ 
Ccil.1 Be fb ly,bccauſe $,.m Paylehimelt as Ikave declared ſheweth that in one 
Sel  om.t, caſethe ſayings could not {o bee true Mor. over the * Papitts hold that 
cont :lid.8- ifa married man become amoncke bcfore hee know his wite carvally, 
> ood ſhe may lawfully,take anot her huſband,while he liveth. Perphaps fur- 
epern+,d*ctt ther,allo that the Pope for any very weighty cauſe, maye vpon the ſame 
= ngrde ha. Circumſtance diſpence,and looſe the bang of Marriage. At leaſt them 
rin.de matri- {clyes tell vs that ſundry Popes have done ſo: and e their great Doors 
vcrum marri hould wee may. Yet ivthe woman his wife who hath wedded her,oref 
mo ante ©. zouſed her onely,though ſhee hath nor entred into his bed hamber., 


fit Sacramen. 


rumerall»-, For th. thatis berothed,is accounteda wite by the law 4of God: & c6 
quz inarchi- (onr,not carnall campany makerh Marriage as the civill : Lawiers,"Fa- 


PHett iſts all mn worſt en 
p,Helticus. thers,& , Popes doerteach. The Papiſts then ot al May 

panormic. | forcethe playnefle of'S. Panls words agaynſtour expoſition the-ſelves 
in.c expubli- condefccnding in caſes more then wee doe,that awoman may take a- 
codeconvele other man while her huſband liveth,and bee noe adultereſſe, Where 


coniugetor, 


opusculo i with *Auſtms words.T heſe words of the Apoſtle ſo oftentymes repeared, ſo ofts- 
Madiow de tyres inculcated. ave true w quack_ave ſound,ave playne, 'T he woman. begm- 
Sactor 2"- 18h not tobe the wife of any later lueſbend,vnleſſe ſhee have ceaſed to bee of the 
Marth Nayar, former and ſhes habecle to bee of the yjne-d ber _—_ —_ if. ToD 
gator id. bor T be wife ther. us law ' Whordom.. 
. de conve rf, £hew emonger, Re : | 
nfid. couſ 1, band of the former laſteth:m ſomnch that, hee becometþ guilty of adutterie, whe 
2 att 1.20, Parricth ber that. is pus avay even. fir horedon.. | 
rL. cuifucic PForif theſe words of eAuftw bee quickand ſound a gainit vs,then 
p de condts crouch they poperie at the quick:ſith it may be ſayd by theHſame reaſon 
L NuPriarums T be Woman beghnneth not to bee the Wife of any later lneſband,nieſſe ſhe: have 
4 Ambroſia, _ - mg wi "gpl |ſhee ſhall ceaſe to be of the former of ber huſband he 
icur.Vicg ca e Wa; p 
GAugde Þ eAdmitt thenthatthewift bee put avvay for monkery.yet the band. of the. 
cud liv.1. cap. former lajtech:11. ſommuch that, hee becometh gulty of agulterie ,who marri- 
Iichry 58 gf . ikewiſe what thoſe 
| hee Cie OfÞ her thats put away even. for menkery, And li on _ __ m_ 
Fel of Marzage,thy are icontrolle3by the ſve cenſure,T hewomax. bs 
E con *C, - 
i defponſu- Of Marriage, thy are allcontr the ſaw , 
Ow. 714 gimes wet to be the wif of any Later huſband vnleſſe oe have ceaſed th be of the 


6 Ginreo Ex, 2, Y126r and e ſhall ceaſe to be of the former if ber buſbaud die , not if a betger 


x —_ match beoffered,or ſome miſtyke be concerved,or the Pope diſpenceandby 


eAuſtios 


card eaies . by agayneappearcrth how wiſcly and diſcrectly the Jefuit Triumpherhs | 


yas Gdudum ell freed fromit. Nay S.Pax! himſclf mult fall within the compaſſcof 


UporL 4 lavofull Divorce, Pay. 29. 

eMeftins reproofe,by conſiruing his words ſo without exception , bee jm ng an 
caule they are rrue, & quick, & tounde,and Jn For againſte h 1s vo advleer: 
dodrine touching a Suſters bberry to warry if the he forſaken. of ber unbelre- a 
ving , the force of S. Auſtmy conſequence would interre in like 

ſorte : T be woman begmeth not to bethe Wife of any later huſband', nnleſſeſhee 5 mouiatky 
have ceaſed to be of the former, if her huſband die, not if hee forſake her The tie ; gn 
Ictnit,who uſcrh fo often to repeate, ſo often ro in culcate the teſti. der — 
monies ofthe Fathers, (houlddeale-peradyenture more« onfiderately, p.ut the 4. & 
more charitably out of doubt,if before he cire them, he* weighed their | mg 4. as 
words betr2r,wheth. rethey may ſtande with-the rruts. of Scripture 8 catharin, 
with his owne doarine,For'? Chen diſcovered the nakednes of Noab, a_—_ anb 
ſo doth he rheir blemiſhes: he who alleagerh them;not wee,whom hee egife, 
enforcerth to ſhzw why weee diſſent (t6 the : leaſt our Savious ſentence 

be expounded againſt us® He that loverh Father or Mother better then. 

me, is not worthy of mee, "But the Teſuits meaning ( you will fay ) was 

nor to diſcredit-them by laying a,neceſfitie on us to refute them,whar? 

was his meaning then by their credit to dif. redit theScripturs,with the y.cGea.g.22. 
truth whereof their ſayings donorſtand ? For (I truſt ) he meant not 


to overthrowerhe poynts of his owne Jodtrine , which their ſayings * mab.10,37 


4 crof{c,unleflc hc be ot that minde whichTwlly codemnerh as barbarous 


& ſauage,cxpreffed in an heathniſh verſe LET OVR FRIE.NDS 
FALL, SOE OV R FOES' DIE WITH ALL. Howſoever 
ic be it rs plaine that the plaines of $, Pax words neither doth proove 
the ſence therof to be ſimply & abſolutely general, the Scriptare note- ,r,9, weiou 
inganexceprion, neither cann be (aide by Papiſts to prooveit whoſe «o 
dodrine both alloweth that exception of Scripture, & addeth more 
thereto, Thus one braunch of Bell, firſte & principal] reaſon being cutr 
off « rhe oaher and the reſtof his reaſons ahowee cutt off with the ſame 
_— pp meyer + -For whereas the ſaith (erres it were manvell 
t pe hl Ke never adld the exceptin. of wherodom_,if tt Were to bee 
added, ſeiny' he repeated & moulcated ether often... Certes wee maye pg at 
fay aswelof thoſexceptions which himſclfe approveth that it were mar c. verſ, i, 
vel the eApoſtel ſhonld nevtr add thews , if they were to be added. Though es 
what marvel isit;S. P-wl. omirted the exception of whoredome in all <.verf, toe, 
thoſe'two places, which he Harb /repated &- mculcared theſe thmgs ſo often, erp n #23 
as Bellermin, (o ofteri telleth us ; when the thinge is mentioned in the : 
former of them by way of a fimilitude, wherein it hath been founde & 
beſide the purpole to ſpeake of any exceptio : and, for the later $. Paul 
hath-omitred the ſame exception *twiſe, where the Scripture ſhewerk 
plainely ani SW; cotefle th, i ſhould have - Ea , Or (roſpeake 

a; 8 MOre 
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more properly)where al chough it needed norto be added, yet muſt it 
needs bee underſtopde; =Naw to that Bellarmir.doth next alledg 
the Fathcrss ,Lwbrofe,Chryſoſtome,T let, T beodoret , Oecumenins, 
Pri ,*<nſebus and others over and befides de Auſtin,i Origen, 
and * ferom., all as bearing witneſſe that weej expound the places ta{ſ- 
ly:I could;reply that ſome of theſe whatſoveyer they wirneſſe have ſmall 
credit with Bellarmw as + A:wbroſe,ſpecially:lome,nam:ly Chryſoitome, 
T heophylatt,T beodoret,Occumenius, and Primaſixs dot not witncile that 

no mor=then Paul him{elf doth: Nay they all ſave one are cotraty min- 
K« the thics ded rather as (hall appeare mi due place, : Bnrthac which I have ſayde 
Chapiec. already touchingeAufFm ,may iervefor anſwer to the reſt: chiefly {ich 

thePapiſts in whoſe behalf they arealeaged , wijl racher yeald thar all 

the Fathers might erre then any of eheir Popes. mwha yet mutt have er 
-m—; I more,then one Canon,it this were true which Bell, fathereth on | 
the chirdPius the ary regia pv pn tor the ypſhoore hee vrgerhPaxls 
che fourth & Gmilytude as ifithe« drift ofic did abloiarzly requir2tharthe man and 


rated wife can not bee mad- freetrom the band ofe Mnriage by any (eperatio 


g,In nem 
que locum 


- - ©OOI 


T.kn math 19. 
In cpiſt ad 
Ama 


eur ofthe 4 hut by dearh cnt IoOes while the law had lite as it were and ſtoode 
et of in force till Chriffe the Jewes could never ſake off the Toks thereof foom the, 
_ . a tbough they endevored to ſeperate themſelves fromÞ it by committing whareds 
notone7* withſundry lawesof ſafe Gods: rhe reſt of $;Pauls timilytudes which I me 
cioned , doe bewary thelameneſſ2and halting of this inference: ſeing 
tl ar the drift ef them requireth abſolutely by the {ame reafon that no 
man went to warfare at his owne coſt, orplanted Vyn+s,or fedd th:epg 
- without relief thereby, becaule oall th:y? Who preach theGoſpelare allowed 

#».Cor.g, to live of the Gospel. Andlixewilc thets noma, did ever burt his ovpne 
verſ 6. becauſea1Every buſbad oaght to love his owne Weft *as Chriſt loved theChurch 


Prrobefs, $3 and likewiſe that noſouldier hath ever entangled him-ſelf with the affayres of 

life becauſe T wnothee(hould bee ſtil about, thoſeaRtions , wherero the 
L.Epbeſ.5,25 Lord: who chooſe b5 1.210 be,afoxlder did call him,Nay ro goend farther 
then the drift it ſelf or the fimilytude, which Bellermm doth verge, ,, ifit 
requier abſolutely that the band of Marriage may bee no way;Jooſed, 
bur-onzly by the huſbands oz thewives death:then neither is it looſed 
if the vnbeleever doe for ſake rhe Chriſtian: neither if the huſband be- 
come a Monke orthe wife a Nunaz: neither if rhe Pope ſee cauſe;to dif 
pence with either of thaim, And willnotthis fanfic of his about that. 
drift drive him in to greater inconyenicence yet: to weet,thatevery wo 
ma3n,whoſe haſband is dead oughtto marryanother , becauſe the Te- 
wes were bouud to became Chriſtias afterthe death of theLawe? orof 


Fa Tim 4F®. 
r2. Tim, A-3, 


7” #0, 
whor 
anoth 


the other,{id2 that the Iewes are not bound ;ynderp damnatio 
$0 become Chriſhans , becauſe no widoweis bound ynder payne. of 
th 


\ 


Þlicic, 


another, 
Alan 


 UporLalawfullDiverce, © 
death to takeanother huſband?ot (iftheſe abſurdities bee not great 
cnough)thar dead men ought to-marry, becauſe * T be fewes by duty 
were dead to the Lawe?or that the menof Ro 
me to whom $S.Paul wrote;ſhould rather not beleeve in (hi, becau- 
{e x he wiſh:d widowes rather nor ro ma 
ifſome bee eſteemed errone ous by Papiſts,ſomenor eſteemed onely, 

but are {o iu deede,the moſt have impious folly ioynied with vnttuth: =.1.Cor.7.8; 
Let Bellarmin acknowledg that ſimilitndes mult not be ſert vpon the 
racke,nor thedriftthereot bee {trerched and preſſed in ſuch ſorte,as if” 

hto match & fitt that whe- 

It ſuificerh if ina generall analogy and 

| rincipay poynt wherein things matched,aud com: 

parcd rogether;they bee eche like to other,and both agree in ongqua- 

Which hcre is obſerved in $;Paxls compariſon of the ſtate of 
Marriage,with the {tate of man beforeand after regeneration: becauſe |, 

? as awite her huſband being dead doth lawfn : 
aok an adultereficin having h 


ſhould be untoChriſt whe t 


?Of the wich conſequences 


they ought 1uft in le 
rcto they arerelambRRd- 
proportion ot 


llytake another ,an 
ts company to bringforth fruae of her 
body,to him : ſocgregenerate perſons;their narurall corruption 
| uoked by the law tofſinne )awdfieſh be 
9 Jrit(the force ot (bi working in them)as itwere' 
thar theyſhould bring forth * fruite( the frurtes of the Spirit ) unto God. 
Andthus ſcing n<tther the drittof the fimilytude , nor the indgemeny 
of th-Fathers,nor the playneſle ofthe wordes ſo oftentymes repeated, 
doc difprove ot ranſwerand expoſition of the place: ouranſwer pro- 
4 | xd by Scripture ſtzndcrh firme and ſure & therefore the third place by 
our advcrlarics,is ſurablc to the former, 

Sois the fourth & laſt;raken out of the firſt ts the Corinthians the 
ſcaventh Chapter a T o them. whe are e Harriet ts not I that, givs com- 
maudement. but the Lord: Let not the wife 
depart tos ex ber rem 


4 are ioyned to the Spi- *:Y&tL +. # 7. 


taa ſecond huſband 


fromy ber huſhand: but if ſhe 
unmarried,or bee reccanciled nto her huſband. Whe 
re ( as Bellarmin reaſonerh )rbe words ofS. Paul, If ſþ e depart,c- ſo forth 
d | are meant, of a Woman which parterh. 
ed | vorcement.,us namcly fir Whoredem. harreſie,and the re## Whatſocver they bee, 
Got of ber whuh parieth without ary ſuch canſe. 
whom the word: are meant $ Paul 
T hereferc even. a canſe of 


her huſband wpon a cauſe of mft di 


Bt concernmg her of 
th moſt playne.ly ſhee may not marrie 
drvorcement. looſeth net the band of 
we neather 1s it Loypull for marrieafolikes tomarry othirg,al though they 
be ſevered C5: put a ſunder by mt drvorcement.. | 
And of this 2rgument Bellermmy derh ſay-that it & alto gether inſolw. 


ble.inf; aying wicrcof he kemethtoconfeſle that none of the formerar- 


yne of Jeumcarts wer 1a,b 
death|® 


ut might —_— and confuted, His contefl:> | 
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touching them hath reaſon with-iz:T muſtneeds it; ' Bur his 
4-0 yaun: of this 1s like that of bBenbadaderbats the duſt of Samraria pouldnot 
| iiiatbat I pO aple that. followed him for every ar. an handfull, Te 

| Wh om the King of [ſrae! [ayde, Let not him, that, gwrdeth 11s barmes boaſt: uu 
ſelf as bee that, puttesh it off .  Bellaowin. harh (karcly girt his harneis yer, 
& thac which k=e harh girt,is vaſcrviſable bad harncis too. -_ 

For th: formoſt parte there of, his propoſition a youching rhat the 
words ff ſhee depart, end fo forth,are meant. of her onely which pertech from. 
her hn/band pom 4 1uſt cauſe of drvorcementÞ,amamstly for whordam./ a; 
and ſuch the 1s faulty ſundry wayes:feing they are neither meant of her 
onely which parterh for a uſt ns though they bee alſo meantof 
= which parterh for any other iuſt cauſe, yer not of her which forwho 
redom. 


Moreover the concluſion knitting vpp his argument with T herefore*f 


eVerL. 4 inſt cauſe of divorcement-logſeth not the band of Marriageis guiltul-. 

ly ſert downe: beingvtrered in the forme of a particular and trueſo,ta 

king divorcement as hee dorth;but intended to carry the force of aHe- 

nerall,ſo by fraude and faulſhood to beare away the poynt in queſtion. 

Of both the which to trear in ordre, his propoſition bh preſumeth of as 

moſt certayne, becauſe in(his iudgment)P aule would not bave ſayde of ber 

Who departed Without ſome ſuch Cauſe, Let her ramayne unmarried,or bee recan- 

ciled nto her huſbad;but hee Would have Joy. Let ber remayne vimarried till 

e bee reconculed ynto her huſband,cy lex her cone agayne vnto ber huſband m 

any caſe. And why doth Bellarminthynke ſo?His reaſons follow. For 

=> Paxlcould norpermirt ax vnwuft drvorcement. agaynit the expreſſe comman 
dement. of the Lord. | 39: Ft SE021 

And, 'm the ſame Chapter Paul permitteth not the man and wife torefrayne 

from. carnall company for prayers fake ,aud for a tyme except it bee With conſent: 

er.Co.t. Fowſhould hee permitt the Wife to remayne ſeperated from.) her huſband agaynſt 

verf, ® '0- bis Will without any caſe of itt drvorcement,, In deede ifirhad lycnin'S. 

Pauls power to ſtay & refraine the wite from remayning ſo0:/no doubt 

eDicavt-,, heen ither would nor might havepermitted, which himſelf ſufficient: 

f luvenael. ly ſh:wed tm forbidding her to d-part at all,muuch more ro cotinue par- 

eo ma (cd from her huſband. Bur 4 if not withſtanding this chargeand pro- 

rici Quinque hibition ſhe did leave h:r huſband vpon ſome lighter cauſe;or perhaps 

perauium- weightyer though weighry m—_ for aiult divorcemec:thePanlindu 

g s:rabe 5eo- ty Ought and mighr(I hope)witl-reaſon requicr and cxhorte herto re 

graph > mayne vnmuried,and nor to ioyne her ſclfin wedlok with another, a 

, pwr thing thar *Gretkes and f Rumayns( whole ot-ſpringrthes Corinthias 

were)v{:dro doe. As(to make it playne by the like examples(S. Pau 

neither might neither wold haye allowed ana to beraihly angry w_ 

3 


—— 


—_— 


ntof | raigne m their mortall bodyes nor doe fulfill the luſt of the fiſh. Inthelame 


refore* if ſhe departe tooyJet her bee nmarried, And io mcete with a doubt which 


earl} marry anoth-r,forthat were farre worſe yea though ſh: ecan not con. *$*2%* 


For} myri-d,ſhec may notuſe rhe liberty that ſiugie folke may,who reather 


Upon. 4 lavofult Divoree. P28. 
his brother:for x (brift forbiddeth it. Bur ifene were fuddenly ſur- , may 
priſcd with raſhe angerS. Paul wold adviſe himiror 76 /er the ſuxne goe dow i.bphel.426 
we Vp#7L his anyry wrath: neithe might hee therevpen bec iultly charged 
_ permitting wrath yn till rhe ſunne f<rt agaynft (41215 comman- - 
ement. | 

No more might hee with graunting liberty to luſt, becauſe he k wil- 
terh men. not to fulfill the luFt i of the fleſh; whereas 1 Chriſt comanderh the , . . 
noteo luſt atal,, ForS.#aw/alſo a cond<mneth all lufting of the ficſh roms 
as finne, Bur ſeing that the fleſh will uf agayniſt the Spiru,as log as wee ©: Rem 7.8, 
are in this mortality :he ſtirr<th vp the faythull that they © lee nor ſpne ROY 


fortrh-reforc hee giveth « harge with Chriſt that. the wife departe not frg ©. Bom.6u 
her hſo-2rd, Yet in conſidration of hum aine infirmiry he addeth Zug 


berevpon migh riſc ith in the next words before he had affirmed that 
they who have nor the gift of courinence ſhould marry and whar if the 

have it not?hce adioyncth farther.P or ler ber be reconculed wnto her huf=",, 1 co, - 
band. So that although the words may ſecme to be vttered inthe {a= © he: 
me ſorte,as if they did imply and importa permiſſion, yer are they not 

+ pcrmiſſive,butimpcrarive in truth, and anexprefle precept,that the wi | 
having forſaken her hulbandand there in downe evill !or beare ro 1 Moners | 


tain ;;in r-ſpe& where of or of any thinge els it ſhee miſlike ro live v11- 


ought to marne then burne,bur ſhee : muſtrecon«ale her ſelf vnto her 
huſband,whoſe wiic ſhee is by duty ſtill. And I may fay likewiſe doubt- 
les vnto Zellarmmn that he & his pamphlerter ſhonld not have mayntyy 
ned th ircrror in writting: but fith they have done it ler the write no 
morein dctenceof it , or lerthema« knowledg that inthis poyntrhey q whetBax 
were d..cci.cd.For whereas q they gather of th. difjuRive particle Le [mt doth 

: . F 2 OT ONcIIEtl 
her remayne unmarried,or bee reconcaled,that S.Panthath put it in the wo- thi» quz..jon 
mans « hoyſe & t ft her attibcaty,cither to live ſepcrated ſti:l trom her Fa ia 
hnſband,or to bereoncil d vnto him;rhey might as well gronnd vp6 betoce <«P.14. 
Chrifts words to the angell of the chureh of the Laodszs I'Wwould thou wereft 
cold or | hot that hee harh pur itin our choiſc & left vs at libertj - either 5d. 3-15, 
to be: colde in faith and love , as ficſh is,or to bce fervent in the ſpi- ; 
rit. Y.t (brit had no ſuch meaning. For he commaund. th vs to bee 4.Zeontes, PY 
f-rver & in thar verie angell he ſaith roereri faith 'ull ma , Br ws Te OED _ 
«[;s, Bur b-cauſ: the partyc was luke warme,a wordling who had rec y Ker.- «9. 
v:d the ſ- de of the word but bare not./ruite,who*t knew his maiſters 4 why... 


| will;butdidir norand<chere by ſinned _ gricvouſly ;Chriſt wiſherh 
thas 


Df the Lavwfelines of « Warriage 
dſinnedleſſe ; fixh hee did finne , orthat hee, 


that hee were colde an 
+ the former in compariſon. After the which} manner ſcing Paul might 


i.nply and cheifly 'thatthewifeeſtranged were reconciled to her hul- 
band,next that ſhze continued rather.parted irom him.,then marricd 


doth not prove hce put it in the womans choyſtand Icft her arliber- 


| er qyſfuc vi , a : ; k p vP ; $2: 
duvioccs, touching che wi.e7f ſhee depart , are mcnt of het” onely wwazch parrath 


b-ne meant of her oncly : yet muſt they have rouched f1.h wiy.s as 


Anoth:r and'gr-ater overſight of Zelarmin.,. thatin exemplifing the 
- | 
ſtrayned, hee nameth whoredonr firſt,as yam, vay/ coniprifed in'S$. 
PF auls precept;where as $.P.u«d meant that it and it alone ,ſhou!d be ex 
_ clud<d and cxcepted. | 
For theſe are his words."T'o them... Who are married gt 1s not 7 that, pive 


' let not the huſband put away bis wife, as 
Where in thc laſt braunch Ler not the huſband put away his wife , muſt 
| = Mar 5.32,8& ned-s bce vnderſtood excepr it bee for Whoredo.n., becauſe S. Pale ſaich it 
19 9. i the Lords commandement.,and x the Lord gave it with that cxprefle ex 
| ceprion- This Bellarmyx. doth graunt. Well,Then as rhe laſt braun 
che {o the firſt too let not the wife de part from her huſband; For the 
analogieis :i1l one:andxetche havingintereſt in the others bodice ,thee 
may as lawfully depart troman adultcrer,as hce trom an aduitereſſe, 
And this doth Beclarmin oraunt alſo. But the middicbraunche is to bee 
vnderſtood of the ſame d: parring,and likewiſequalificd as the firſt, 
Th -refore,?f jhee depart too,us meani,except ut be for whoredore,N ay,not ſo 
quoth BelL-mm:for the ſame departing isnot weaut or both ,but a farre 
different.in the firſt an uniuſt departmoe,m the next a wſte , andthis muſt be 


| y Leor.7,4, 


let not the \vife _ froms her huſband,to weet without a wfl cauſe: but if ſhee 
foe aWway,to weet having a aſt cauſe ler brr remayne unmarried, fo forth, In 
the refuration of which wrong & yiolcuce done vote the ſacred text 


 werehot aud free from both theſe faulrs;the later withe made fimply, 
well , and did byall ikelyhood of circumſtances of rhe text , withee | 
to anotheras aleſſcevill jn, compariſon :* the yttgring of his {.nten- , 
ce with a dihun:Ative parric]e Let herremayne Viimerried,or bee reconculed, 
ty todo wethrr thee liſted. - And thus 1t appearethhow certaine and * 
vndoubt.d rhat principle is , which 6 vpon this proote Bellwmai a- 


gLoqnienr you. herh'to bee meſtcertaine and  vndoubted:that S, Paris words - 


from her hufoand vpory a mft canſe of dirvorcements, How bit if they had 


leave th-ir huſbands for any other jult cauſe, and notfor whorcdom , ' 


cauſes o0divorccment to which in his opinion the word: ſhould be re : 


| v1-c01.7-19 conmundement. but the Lord, Let not the wift depart from-} ber huſbatial but if | 
fhee departe too, let her remayne unmarried,or bee reconciled unto ber buſbad & 


the [+nſe of the «Apoſtles wardes,' Not} but the Lord geve commandements 
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. wedalreadie, hath no toffee 6f firicw-of proofe'to&thattfiti.And 2the 
.  onely father, whoſe reftkn6ny heeciterh,forie, doth ground it on that ivy ca? 1.2.3 
- diſiuntiveparticle 6f SeripturtiSo that his rezfon being overthrower, ; ,waug wpil 
his creditrandauthoritie, by *his own: > approved rule may beare na 
Dway And oncheeontrarie patre; < many other fathers doe expour.d 
theſefond Bratm: heas having reference ro the ſame departing *ritzr is 


for bidden 1 rhe firſt. © And (which is the chief point) the naturalt 


tearmes; 7 But, if, roo; importe that doing alſoe of that which in the 


| 3” pr 
OR "35 
vr houla 1 and ? whenithe only reaſon, whereby ont of l. ripriire 
©. hee #fiycrhito prove ir;isthe-diffrur ive particle; whichas I have the- 


zAupguſtlj 1 
de ad ul con 


'y a1 He@ on 
Ev tolis./ 
c<hryioftam 
Am bole pti- 


Ww.ilvs THO” 


deter Thio- 


drift and meaning ot S2Parles words dothen force the ſaine. Forthe gbyl-< and 


Occumenit's 


Ezu de kai, 
* ſentence before hee hat affirmedonght norro bee done: Asfthe like 4 cor? ver. 
yJ-<Q.5 


' examples inthefame $f:vHrſe (to go nofarder) thewe; yea Tonic ha. 3. 
-. ving ohe® parriele Ifſe thetrthis hath to pref{2 it therevnro.7e z5 good for $ Namely. 


the unmar:ied & Widowes, if they abide even as I doe:g But if they doe not cen- _ Eide 


rene, et them marry.T he Woman Which hath an vnbeleeving huſvand, and hce 


eonſcnteth to dvyellwith her fer her not put him away: but if the vr. belee virg av- LE ide, 
part; let him depart. Art thou he from. a wife tſeeke not a wife: ® Bot the), 


marrie alſo, thou ſumeſt not, his [peat fir er profice Flag oumay goe that 2.Ean & kaZ 


which ts comely*B ut if auie man thinke it wg for his uirgw? if ſhee p.iſje the 


time of « Marriage, tet hind doewhat, bee will 
nterfres fith theclauſes brought in with 


fore, & tonch them inthe ſame ſenſe, the braunche ther 15s inqueition 
having like dependance,muftin all reafon be conſerycd of fame the d-- 
parting thar the former. Thus it b: ing proved thatS,Paw/commandtng 
the wite to remayne vam-rriedit.ſhez be parted from her hutband,did 
meaiie, Except i were forwhoredom;it followcth tharBellrmms propClitt- 
on is faultie even in this alſo that hee nameth whoredome ameug the 


' inſt cauſes of the wives depattingheremeant by S.Paul. Now 1uthis 


con-lafion inferring herevpon that even a juſt cauſe of diyorcement 
looſeth not the band of marriage, he is deceittull,as he was falſe ini ths 
propoſition. For the word Divorcement, being vnderſtood,as , itis Ly 
him,for anieſeperation and parring ofthe man and wife,thoughfrom 
bedd onely,and for a certayne rime: There may be ſundry cauicSwhy, 


likely'to imagine that Bellarniin, had conchidedatruth & ropurpole. 
But thepoynt where with he ſhonld haye Lnjt vp his diſputs, aud 


- which hee would have men conccyre and beare away” as if thiſe 


F 23 words 


4 


"4 


ſuch a ſeperation ſhonld beallowed or toll: rated, when as the band of - 
. marriage tht nevcrthelfſe endure ſtill;Andſo the firplc reader were 


'he wife :s bound by the liv as 3E:de. 
- long as her huſband liveth>+ but F her hiſband bee dead, fhee ts at, hbertie |. 
foe forth, Inall thewhichf. 

thote coniundtions havemanifcſt relation to thethings ſpoken of be- 


.Eantder 
41.61 «64d 


| 


: 


Pag.36- Of the Lewfullnes of « Marriage. AE 
Words implyed ir,is that no iFÞ cauſe at al ds ct doth looſe che ba 
of. a a bet ecirec aug", oa ood > 8 ney 


have bee as clear: as the ſunne-ſhinearnoone-day, the prpolitio being 

ſocvidently falſ: wheronir is in ferred. And this 1s the argument that 

Bell. ſer his rcſt on « th: inſoluble argumcent;even altogetherinſoluble, 

»Argumem'® the ground whcrof he termeth 5 a demonltration a molt invincible 

de nonitration : againſt the which nothing ( ſaith he )can beobie&tcd, 

n an2UTim2 but an inſutticient reply, made by Eraſams,to weet, that Pajdle ſpeakerh 

7 Yaumert. Of an aduitzrous wit ,who thertor- bcing caſt out by her huiband is 

ti quod0- chirged coltay unmarried, the innocent party not ſo charged ,Which 
b1jc: poſit. ” , 3 ns: . .O oh 

ſpeacaes 0. ti: ſeſuit come from the lize veine of a vauntinge (pirit as 

thol did of his coplices, who boalted that 8 the Spatnyards Armadocs 

& navy thould tinde bur weake & lilly refiſtans uw England;and called: 

g tnrigg © Their armay ſent to conquer us,an inviaiblearmey, For as they dimini- 

hiſt, 53, 

(h-d by uatru-. reportsth< forces prepared ;To meete & en countere 

with che ſpaniih pow.r : ſo Bell.by ſaying that nought can be obicced 

beſid- that he ſpecifieth;yea fard<r by belying and talicting of Eraſmus, 

*who contrariewiſe replicth that Pauldoth ſce:me ro ſpeake 9 0ilighter 

diſpleaſiurs!or which divorcement then were uſual, not of fuch cryms 


eAnuatin | a$adaltcry. Morcover by the ſubitance & weight of my replyeto his | 


1Cor.”. infolublearg:ument , the Godlye wiſcindiffereateye wil ſee (L truſt ) 
de £79” thatthe knots & {tings rherofare looſed & brokE:even as the 1nvin- 
nondrgaai”, Ciblearmey 07 the Spainyards was by Gods providence thewed to bee 
bus Flagith-  Vincible without great en: oatcring ; the carkeſes and ſpoyles of their 
(hips & men upon the Engliſh, Scottith,& Iriih coaits did witfnefle, it, 
So ler allthyn enemies periſh,O Lord, aud let thens who love lun be as the ſunne 

Wher he goeth forth wn. bu ſtrength. | 

The third Chapter. - 

"48 Theconſeut of Fathers, the ſecond pretended proofe for the Pamiſts doFrine 
*  Sn,tmpoynt us pretended falſly: 5 if all be weeghed un an. ever, balance , the 


| Fathers checkg rather. 


Fter the forſayd tetemoniesof5criptur u-ged by our adverſaries 

by n the{irſt plice for the comending ot tacir crrour : Se.ondly,rhe 
ſame rruth (faith che I-ſuite) may be prooved by tradution,, By which his 

__ ownelp=ech, if we ſhouldtake adyantageof it,he graunterh.all that I 
- agg have ſaide againſte his argumentes drawen our of rheScriprure,, and 
ſo E:rre forth agrceth with us. For what und -ritanderth he by the word 

T radition..? A Dodzine not waitten,as*hin{cke proteſiethin. his firkt 
coatroverie 


- thought laWſull force Chriſt, for Chriſtiaas divorced for fornication to myrry anie 


Uporu nkmwfull Divorce, B2x7.2379. 
controverſic. Where having noted thar al though the word tradition 
bee gnerall & ſignifieth any doctrine written or vnwrirten, which one 
imparrerh to anorher, yet divines,and almoſt all the auncienr fathers, 
applictt to lignihe vnwritten doctrine onely. e Aud ſce will wee beraafier 
vſe this word (aith hee. It the point inquiſtion then may be proved (as 
Bellarmar. attirmethit may) Cons We might con: lude itis not 
wricten in the {criprures by his owne verdiR,& rheretore ailthe ſcrip- 
turesalleaged by him for. ir are alleag<d falſly. Burhee ſemerh to vic- , 

the nam- of craditionin like ſort,as b Yimcentuss OO calling hone 
the docrinede livercd bythe church the (burches tradition, -This to | 
bee his meaning Igath rby the reaſon thar hee addeth ſaying for there 

are exta'tly the teitumoniss of £.1e fithers #n all ages for x. The Pamphlecter in 

orier words, but more per-mptorily to avouch the proofe thercof by 

the opi 1on & cenlure of ailages,afhrmerh, he will ſhewe that t Was never 


other while both man &5- Wife ved That it was never thought lawfull ſince 

Chri&t, is a boulder {pceche them Bellarmix. doth v{z: though ro hitt |__| 

the marke as it were with his ſhaft, hee muſt and doth imply as much cop.; a 46 
in that hee [aith it may beproved by traditiou. For tradirion hath not 

tor-c enough to provea thing to be true,nor in thevapiltsowne ludg- 
ment,vnles it have bene alw:1es approved and agreed on by the gene- 

rall conſent of Fathers,(as wetearme them) Paſtors and Doctors ofthe 

Church. Which Laftirne not vpon the gencrall rule of* Unrcentues one- 

lieſo greatly, and fooften prais:d by themas-golden : But upon the 

(anon of the T rent Councel and pillars of the popiſh Church ſubſcrib- 

ing toit. For 4the Councelof Trent commanding thatnoe man ſhal eDeſen Fide 
expound the Scripture againſt the ſence that the Church houlderh or pitt 2d vo 
againſt the Fatin rs conſentig alin one , doth overtly Bra nnt, that if verfom Ghri- 
the Fathers conſent nor all in one , thar opinion-may bee falſe, and Egan r2v2. 
colequently,no ſure proofe of a pyont inqueſtion. e-Lndradixsc doth gLocor The- 
open &avouch th: ſame in his defence of the Councel : aworke verye 91% *57 ce. 
highly cominended by f Oſerias, And (ans [-rteth downe fora con. lu h Tim +con 
fion,that many ot thcmconſentingin on canyeld.noe firme proote, if 399-42. . 
the rcſt though fewer in numbre doe diflenr, Yea Þ Bellaywmm himſelfe 

Cairh thar there can nocertainty be gathered our of their ſayings, when 

they agric not among: themſelves. Iris a thing graunted the by aur 

adverſaries that the Fathcrs have not ſtreugrhenough ro proue ought 

unleſſe they al conſent in one, But the Fathers doe nor cen(ent i one a- 

bout the peynt we treat of,as it ſhalbe ſhewed,Our adveriaries therfor 

mult graunt that the opinion which they hould in this poynt, cannot 


be proovede by Farhats,Nay they are A 4 of becingeenforcede 
, . 3 Lg 


The 


+ Pag: 38. Of the lewfulines of e Af trriage. : 

._; ,.* tO granhta farther mattzr,and more importing them by'the conſeqet | The: 
_— ws: ye hereof. Forthrough adecrce ot PapePaas HR x the profe fors the A 
> ofa facultics,& ail that take degrees iu any popiſhſchole are bound | bem 
vuzmmen - by ſolemue oth thar they ſhall never expound & rake the Scripture but || 35 W\ 
conſealu _  accordingto the Farhers conſeuting all in on. Wherfore how will Sell, | 7 wh 
2. As Parfone” perhaps the pamphlz:ttet alſo.if hc have been.amogtt them: and taken | 344 
_ w_ any degre-;but whatſhitt will Bel. and his Pnetcllowstindeto (ave the | EY: 
xxon -,queſt ſelyestrom periury, when ir thalbe ſhewed that many of the Fathers | #2! 
a& anti "gainſay thit opime, which himſclte and his expound the S-riprue for? that 
matcimon. ; And whatat it appear, that the greater number of Farhers doe ſoZnor | ©97# 
ap gps © the greareronely: butthe better alo,and thoſe whoſe grounds arc ſure and i 
incapdivorr, Then all theprabability, which Farhers can yealde will:curne againſte | 04t 
Ge pe 12, MY the papiits - and that which our adverſar.es would proove by lraditi- | 4), © 
minayfchol- On, and the conſent of allages wil rathee bediproved thereby. - But | © . 
_ howlſoever men be diverily perſuaded touching thenumber & qualety | 2% 

ofthe Fathers enclining this: or that way, by meancs of ſundry circa | 1*'* 
tance which a1ay breadedouptbothperiiculariy;ofcertaine, ard of |? ©" 
the whole fanume in genecrall : the maine andprin-ipall* poynr ternain fit 
; ingrto beſhewed, namellythat the Fathers conſent not all none fir thepa- | *1 8" 

piits doftrme,is moſt cleareandevident out ct 21l conroverfie. In foe 

much that manyeven of them alſo whom Bed.al.ageth, and the pam- nitt; 
phlerreraſter him,as makingfor.ir;make indzed againitit-:and thoſe |S { 

_ -ot thechiefelt and formattranckes eſpecialty,in theſitt;the iecondthe 1 +1 

> third, the fourth hundred yeares aftzr Cheiſt. Allthe whichagretl & | 2% 

.. reach with one conſert that the manforſaking his witetorher adultery, trad, 

is free ro marry again : ſaveſuch of chem onely, as ini this verry poynt Bel. 

of doctrine touching marriage  aretainted-with'ertor by the iudpe- him. 

k Canon.4% mz1tandcenſure of Papilts themſelves}: - A tokenoflthe vanetic & 14” 
ii 7. 2> folly of our adv-riari-s'Bellarmin. and the Pamphlerter |: who by na- the c 
ys Loren ming one at leaſt in everie age,wou}d necdes makeaſhewe ' of having then 
called Togrixs' the couſentofall ages with them, whereas irwilbe ſecne hereby that _ 
: 7 d 1n many we havethe mo{t and beſt;and they ,ejrher-none ar all;or none dom 
SSN v7. found; For in the firlt hundred yeares after { brift all that Belk. VE 
5 ve Bois. 0s {ayrhth-y haves the teltimony of Clemens in the Canonsof the | <* 
M.15aT.m. Apottles k where the man is will. d withont auy exception #0 bee excom | <=", 
dic in Jcoſle muncated,\who haumso put awzy h:s vrafe doth marrie another. Ngu beſide << 
mans dif... That Clemens vpon whom Bell rm fathrreth,tholecarvons ,is inriur.d 1s 
- therein. As fortbelater parte of themt -himſelfſhew!th m his-freind Þ'*® 

forthe tormer,ncitHer are they of eApoſteligne antiquitie and: anthoti- 17 

ti: norwitſtanding theyr title, as » many Fath.rseſtifi: , and Pa- I bx 

/ puts will acknowledg when. they are touched i by - ther : oÞ%"8 


Uport a Uvſull Drvorce, Pag.op  * 

The author of the Canon had-reſpeR therein (by all probabilitie) to o,Caſer Baro 
the Apoſtolique dodrine receyved from Chryft and therctore though Eecle tom. 
he made not an exprefleexceptiono! divorce tor whoredome,might _ num 

as wellimply it, 25 I have d: clared that ſome of the Exargeliſts, and S. "gy 3, 
aule did. Which the interpreters alſo of hoſe Canons p Zonaras and 

Balſamen., thought to bee lo likely and more then a conieRure, thar 
they expound it to without any {.reple. Zalſamor nſaying thats hee 
Who putterh. Avvay his wife Without cauſe may not marrie another; and Tonaras 
that, bee who marri:th a Woman put away Wuhboutcanſe by ber huſband doth 
commit aduiterie,” Or it thelc writters mattooke the anthonrs meaning, 
and in his opinion no nian , howioever his wite were put away-, with 
oat Or with caute , might lawtully marric another: thertake this with 
all, that9 hee (karſe allowed any ſe. ond marr;age, but contoulcd the 
third as a figne of intemperan.e, and cond mned flatly the tourth as 
manic{t whoredom, Which al though c a Icfuit goe about to cover & 
{aive with gentle gloſes like 5 the talſe prophets, Who When one had built 
rt) a mudaen wall did parged u With unſavoree pla$ter:ye<t (ith that counter- 
F..t Clemens woorke did flowe our of the fountanies of the Gretians, as 
2, grear hiitorian of Rome hath truclie noted , and among 'the Greez- 
2:5 many, h<c1d that crrour, as it is likewiſe ſhewed by a* greatSorbo- 
niit; the likelyhood of rhe matter,& ſpring whence it procederth agree «1 
ing ſo fitly with the naturall & proper ſigutfication of rhe words, will A 
no: per witc thr blacknes to take any other hewe,nor ſuffer that pro li, -d-conci 
fan; ſpecch of I know rot what Chmert,ro becleared irom plaine con ***i2 9-41 '6 
tradiGicntos iheword of God. Wherctcr: theoucly witngfle that | 
Bell. mm. produceth our of tne firſt hundred yeares, doth 11othel 
him. Our of the ſec ond hundred he produceth three; Te 
regorzs aud Clams eAlexandrmus.The firſt of whom [uitmus praifing 
the compendious briefnes of Chriſte; ſpeeches rc hearſeththis amorgit 
them: Whoſo marruth her lat. is arvorced from hier huſband,aoth commu ad- 

uicrie, Meaning not as Bellxr. but as Chriſt did: who excepting whore- e 16 9 
domein the ® former braunche ot that {enrence}, vnderiioode it like- F: ORs w 
wiſc in this;as Thave ſhewed. And how may wee kuow that 1ſt inws 1oley mens 
meant ſoc? * By his owne words, in thet « hee commend. tha godly Pivumin 
Chnifltzn woman, who gave to her aqulterous hul band »a bill of diver 9 L dirimirur 
cement Þ ſuchas did looſe that band of marrimony, and ſaith: oncer- 101th De 
ning-him that , hee was not her huſband aftervyerd. The ncxt © e4thenags- repudijs, 
ra,alhrmeth (I graunt) that if ary man bemy parted from bu former wife doe |" Gammon" | 
marrie aeother he us an adulterer. But Bcllarmm nit graunt withall that 

Athenagoras affirmeth it yntruly: conſidering that hee ſpcaketh ot par- 
jog cycn by death too,as well as by divorcement,& tea. heth with the 
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P4490 « Of the lawfullnes of FH arriags 
"pe Montaniſts that wharſocrer ſecond marriageis vnlawfull,Wherevyp& 
@ Tervll de 2 famons {arsfoar Divine * Claudius Eſperſe  ſaith'ot this ſame ſenten 
EPitie here CE Of his which Bellameri citeth,that tlavour.th rather of a Philoſo. 
as Aug" de herthcna (briſtiarn:& may wel be though to have ben inſerted into 
hze\cap '6 - . 
e Deconrink; his worke by Excreartes, A ccnſure,for the ground rhcreot v.ry true 
lib 3cap..7 that the ſaid opinion isa Philoſophi.all fanfic, yea an herefie;Though 
Noredia the wordes fecme ratherto be e Frhenagoras his owne,as e fundric tar- 
oredin 0 . 
paic by Erpeu hers ſpeak dangerouſly, char way the tnruit in by Encratres;gwho gene 
«u- bim{lf 21ly rie&-d all marriage,nor ſecond marriag- onclic. Athenageras the- 
gEpipha.bere re.ore worketh {mall credir to the Ieſuirs cauſe, As nych doth the laſt 
«cet ,7.Au- of his witneſlcs Clemens eAlexandrinus For borh in this point abcut 
©oP 6. ſecond marriage hee matcherth eAthenavoras & othcrwile his writings 
bs mli2 7. rantcd with vnſoundnes,and ſtained with fpott of errour. Which 
tStrom ub. © , OE. a 
_ *. 1udgmentnot onely k Proreltantsof Germaine hav. in our remembran 
k# Eccle. ce lacly,geven of him,though a! Ieſurtical [pirit doe tradnce the inſo- 
m-gdedurs  lently,torit:But ® an auncicur Pope of Rome with ſcav<ntic byſhops 


1:gm cam afſ-mblcdin a Councell above a thowſand yeares fince , 2nd aByſho 
Pam ro az Of SP4INC a man of no ſmall repuration with Papilts for {kill bothin 
Romansdift diviniric andin theCanon law® Didacus Covarrnvies dothapprove the 
V -.iar refs [1M Now in the thitd hundred yearcs{to goe forward) T ertullien &, 
L, y.cap.17 Oregen are brought forth to aver r. Bellermms opinion , o: whom one 
qucition leſſc cotrollerh, perhaps both.ForT ertuilz4 diiputing againit 
the heretique Marcion , who falf ly obieRed that (hre# is contraricto 
e Moſes, b-cauſe e Moſes graunted divorcement , (brit torbiddceth it, 
> wo _ me anſwcrethrbat Chrift ſaying , whoeſocver ſholl put away his wife andmarrie 


exeadem v anotber.commutt(th adulteric, meaneth 5 vidoubtealy of pu tip away for th, 
G_ cauſa x v4 fp 5 9 fe __ 


non tices Caſe, for WhKb# 15 not lawful for a manto putt away bis wift that, bee may 
Spncadd marrie another. And likewifefor the wife, that he 1s an adulterer who marrieth 
$.tthacedi- þ&r being put away, s if ſhee bee put away vnlawfully:confidering tha, the mar. 
m.\ſ.m ma x; age, w ub 15 not right'y broken off , continuth ; end while the marre:ige doth 
wig od COLtmue, it 15 adultarie tomerrie. Waich words of T ertullians manyfeltly 
ma xedict. declaring that a man divorced from his wite lawtully,for the cauſe cx- 
yum cepred by (bri#F, may marrie another, Bellarmm doth very cunningly 
and thin -ly, cut of with an et cetera,and (aith that there he teacherh that 

Chriſt PS (v forbil dryorcement gf ther be a wit cauſe,but forb d :0 marrya 

grine xfier drvorcement, So dir. ly againſt the moiteviden: 1:ght of the 

woor.l2s & rcnour of the whole diſconrſc ; that lerned men of rheire 

Vpicins Ownclide,though houldirg his opinyon yet could not for ſhame but 
bo Joroeeel grauntrhat T ertwllian_makerh againitthemin tt. For? biſhop Covar- 
vc ©P7* raviasm-ntioning the Fathers who mainrein thatm-n may lawfully 
marry againe aftcr diuorcement for adultery,namerh T errullan_(quo! 
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ting this place)among nenfiy a 1114 
learning to Hellarmn in ſencere dealing for this point ſuperiour, cot- 
feſſerh on the ſame place, ud on rhoſc fame words(bur recited wholy, 
norclipped with an es ceters that T ertxdbax, maketh 2 certayne & vn 
doubred aTerrion thereof, Pamelacr tn deede h a deſire of prop augorh 
ping vphis chruches dodrine withT erralliexs credit, faith that though ,,...., uy. 
h-e [ceme here to llowe devorcement. for auulterve in ſuch fort , as that, the 3, et potad & 
huſband may warree another veift:yeu hee binſelf,c- holdeth it robe in Oo 
lavefull in 1s books * of ſorgle age, Wherein he faith ſome what ,biit « ge woucgs 
licle to his advanntage. ForToralles, wrote this booke of ſmgle wma wis, 

riage when he was falle away from the Catholique, faith vnto the hcre 
fie of e Homtarue:and ſo doth holdetherein 
that, 15 unlawful to mgrrie @ ſecond wnft ho 


i — .” #T. . bl 2 
ther, Vert Senenſir a man not in feriour in on pn 


ace te 


r Annorid 


| Hicrom in 
ca:alogo 


yto that herefie, ip: cle 
amen. be parted from. the 7. , wp 
firmer by druorcement. or by death. But in that hee wrgte, while hee was 2 mel.argum 
Catholique againſtthe iqueMarcion,he reachetkcorrariwiſc the |, ono- 
ſame thar wee doe,as Sixrus Senenſir and (overravias trucly graunt, Yea var.cep g, 
P amelins himfſelt if he looke better to his owne notes, doth graunt as © 


much. For * he ſaith that T ertmllian, vſeth the worde devorcenrent, m h1s Frye = 


proper ification_ OL, uch a devorcement, by whi b one putteth hs maiciou cap, 
- wſe% ——_ T ertullen ſaith x: fp L voor”: the rh 3 

teonfnes of arvorcement,, Chriſt therefore avoucheththart foradulte, 
rie a man may = away his wife & marrie another by Terrullizr rind tm aterco- 
ment. Which alſo may beprobablyrhought concerning Orige: Al- 7; 6s 


though it be true " hee ſaith(as Bellermin. citerh him )that certame byſhops AN 
did permitt a woman. to marrie While ber former huſband lrved , and addeth, v.Trad.”\n 
they didt a gaynit the ſeriptucre, For hee ſeemerh to ſpeake of a woman "3p. -v. 
divorced from her huſband,not for adulterie,but for ſome other cau- 
ſe,!uch as rhe Jewes vſed ropur away their wives for, by giving them a 
bil! of divorcement, The marter thathe handleth,and cauſe thar he ge 
veth thereof doe lead vs to his meaning. Approved by rhe opinion of 
certaine learned mEto,For after he had [aid/according to* the words 
of Cbrift'which he expoiideth)rhat. Moſes in permitting a bill of drvorcemet 
&d yeeld unto the wakenes of thi to whom the laty was geve;he ſaith that,the 
Chriſtian byſhops who permutreth a Wema'to marrie what her former huſband 
trveth,gid u perhaps for ſuch weaknes.wherfor (ith in ſaying that,chis which 
they did,they did perhaps for ſuch Wweaknes,he hath relatto vnto that of Aſo- 
ſes, &:Mofes,as he addeth )didnot graitt the bill of drvorcemit for adulterie for 
that was een by death it followeth that theByſhop whom Orige char 
geth,with doing againſt the ſcripruere did permitt the woma,to mar 
rie vpo divorcemer forſome other cauſe,not for adulteric & ſo his re- 
proring of the doth nor rouche ys,who#graiit for adulteric only.Thus 
G dork 


x math.lg.s, 


- 


Pag. 4e Of the Lavfalines of Marriage. 
_ — a | doth? Eraſmus thinkethar Orige meant: cocluding it farther, as clea- 
= Ocigs rea® re, by fimilitude which the had vicd beforeof Chriſt who pur ay theSy 
cy nagoge(his former wife as it were , becauſe of her adulterie C- married the 
aEaplicar ax Church.YeaAT apper likewiſca great divine of Lova,& of better credir 
eicul>r Lovan wirhPapiſts theEraſmus (aithrhat the divorcemer permitted by thoſe 
—_ Byſhops, who Orig#controuleth Was a fewiſh devorcement,Whercin thought 

he "_ at another marke,to prove an vntruth: yet vawares he hit a 

truth more the he thought of, & ſtrengthened that by Oryz which he 
thought ro overthrowe. Howbeit if Bell, or Bel{Intherprecer can per- 
ſuadc by other likelyhoods out of Orig«(as he is (orazwhat darke,and 
I know nox whether irreſolute jn the pojnt)that the thing reproved 
by him in thoſe Byſhops was the permutong of one tomarrie againe after 


” b$vncd 5s dvorcem? foradulterie:our cauſe ſhalbe more advantaged by thoſe ſun 


2aocin»b.col dricBiſhops who approved it,thEdiladvaraged by dnOrig, who repro 
x16 ved tor it. Chiefy Fig Orige impaired much his credit both by other 
- lb.17cap.38. hereſies in diverſe points ot faith , for which a »g=neral Councel wich 
ering. Bell.allowicc cour nim damned hererique a&.inthis matter by 4 ex 
dHom.j7in cluding alſuchas are twiſe marricd out otthe Kingds of heavegwhich 
cn br:d. edivincs of Paw obſcrve & check himtor. Wheras'thoſeByſhops of 
anIt mag. who he maketh metio,were neither {tayned ctherwiſefor ought that 
4 may b-gathred,nor herein did they. more;the the right believing &Ca.; 
continear.lib tholique church alithar time thought lawfall to be don,as app-arerh 
Zead.9. by Termlliz& fuſtine theMartyr.Inthe which reſpeQFPercr Soro(a freir 
FTratrde Of greataccout in the T rent Councell)naving (41d that it is playne by 
inftiruss2 _ many arguments thatthe caſe which we treat of was doubretull in the 
I" auncient church alleageth this for proofe thereof our of Origen that. 
many Biſhops permitteth married mon to marr agame after dxvorcement>, . ' , 
Thus if thetwo fathers whom Bellar. our of the third hundred yeares 
as making for him doe not make agailt him,which perhaps they doe 
both:yet one of the doth not out of all controverſie,& byithops,more 
in number,in credit greater then the orher agree with him therein. 
Out ofthe fowrth hudred, the ſhewe whi-hBel, maketh,is a great deal 
tayrer the out of the third;& a naber ofFathers,the coucel of ElibersS, 
Am,Slers,aRomi Byſhop,& S.(bhriſo are affirmed thece to ioyne the- 
ſelves with him. But they arcaftirmed in the like manner as the for- 
mer were : ſkarſe one of themavouching the ſame thar hee doth , the 
reſt in part ſceming to bee of other _— in part moſt clcarely ſhe- 
wing it,and ſuch as ſhwe notſo much, yet ſhowing their owne weake- 
nes,& that in this matter their opinion & tudgement is of ſmall yaluc, 
8 con0n.9. For the formolt of thein 8 the Conncell of Elberrs, ordained that 


mAITH 


& Woman Which for ſooke hor huſband becauſe of his adulter ic and would 


Uport., « lwiyfull Doverce, P4443. | 
marries another, ſhould beforbidden to marrie;& if ſhee married  ſhee ſhould not _ 
receave the — were dead Wha ſhee {rare ,vnleſſe fac of ſic- 
knes coſtryned to geve it her, Wheerein it is to be noted, firſt that the cou- 
cell ſaithnor. g /f «nie man,ſo to comprehend &touche generallic all 85si qui; L. 
both men & wome: bur they ſpeake'peculiarlic of the womaalone, & ©: EOSIN 
ſo doe not forbid the man te leave his adultcrous wite & marrie ano- bor 6gu.lie, 
ther.Secondly,that the womais excommunicated, if whe ſhee is tor- 
bidde by the church to marrie,ſhee marrie nevertheleſſe, norit beſore 
ſhe be forbidde: As it werero puniſh her diſobedience rather then the 
fact it ſelf. Thirdlie,that ſheets nor debarred all her life time from the 
communion, but for a ſeaſon onely,& in time of neede,in daungerous 


* ficknesdoth receive it:yea,even while the partie, who ſhee forſooke li- 


veth, Of the which circumſtances the firſt thongh ir might argue the 

Councels overſight who made the wom is caſe herein worſe then the 
mans,both being free alike by Gods lawe: yet for theman it ſheweth 

that they loved him to marrie againe after divorcement according 

ro thedoEirine of (iſt which wee maintaine, The next ycildeth like- 

lichood that the Councell did forbid the woma this not for that they 

thought it vnlawtull, but ynſecmclic perhaps or vnexpcdicat,as b ano 
therCouncell is read to haye forbidde thecelebrating & ſolemnizing heorett | 
of marriages at ccrtaine times, But the laſt putreth = matter out of — ay o 
doubt,that they were perſuaded of che woma alſo marryig in ſuch ſort *g-liwa 33 q. 
that her fa was warratable by the word ofGod. Forels had they,nor * 

iudged her marnaage with this latter ma to be lawfull,they muſt needs 
haveiudged herto live with him in perpetuall adulterie. Which it they 

had thought, it is moſt improbable they would have admitted her to 

the communion in caſe of daungerous ficknes : ſeeing at the point of 

death itthey deme it to womeſo continuing,yeak to me offending kſſe 142362. 
heynoufly then ſo, With ſuch extremitie of rigour therein that | Baro- 12 45.65.20 
nius noteth their decrees as favouring of the Novarian hereſie;& ® Bell, 77.57.  » 
laycthir almoſt as deeply to their charge.Sofarre from all likclichood tom.s. adany 
is itthat they would admitt her in neceſfitie of ſicknesto the commy- © 57. 
nion had they bene perſuaded ſhee lived in adnlterie fill. Therefore it contr,7 bh I 
was not without cauſe that Bell,did ſuppreſſe this circumſtanceto ge- *45. 

ther with the former,in ciring the decre of the Elrberme Councell:leaſt 


his falſe illarion,to weete thatthey accounted ſuch marriage vnlavefull even 


for the innocent parts, in the cauſe of adulterie, ſhould be deſcovered and 


controlled thcreby. Nextis « Fwbroſe brought in, whom vpon the 16 
chap.of Luke, writeth muchagainſt them thar putting away their wife 


. doe marrie another,and he calleth that marriage adulterie in ſundrie 


places:neither doth heeyet except the cauſe uf whord6in that whole 
wy WM: diſcourſe 


m— I. c—_ O—— ACTI A” COTE er 4 roo = _ 
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, a. —_— Of the levefulbees of «Marriage. 

_ (gee. Giconrſe 28 Bellowin ſich, Bur what if Fallowin. here, belike himſcl 

Gerad roo?Certaincly 5 « Ambrypſpetkerhoffach wines s ved withour 
b 


aimine 


I.putas ia crime,& whom their huſbands were(as hee adderh) forbidde by the 
be licere quis 1aweof God to putaway.So that hee reproving men for marrying o- 


thers after they had put away their chaſte wives, doth eyidengly thewe 
_ he meant not of marriageatterdivorcement for whoerdom, And ifit 
2 Not erg> | be tufhcier proote thar he ſuppeſed they, mighr not marric againe at- 
mer m 5" tcr they had put away a whorih wife becauſe he never exceptcth whor 
mittuxors dOin that wholediſcourſe of marrying againe,the by as ſutficier area 
faciteam moe (on heeſuppoſed that z they,might not put awaye their wives at all, 
cham. | ; , X 
no not for w hordom, becauſe he never excepteth it in that whole dif- 
courſe of putting away the wife But thatPapiſts will graunt thir 2 ma 


noq prohiber 
feddiv ina pro 


n., Mati £.32. 
omath. 13.9. 


Geiſt © - may {awtully put away his wite, if (hee committ whordom: As Bellar, 
ny then will conftrite $. Ambroſe in this braunch,ſolet him inthe ſform:r, 


Ehii ct adver- 
ſus 1ovinian. 
r, De continE, 


And if he ſay,thatS..Awbroſe thinking vpon Luke alone whom he cx- 
pounded, or truſting his memorie forgot the exctprio added by (riff 


lib 3.'ap. o 1 Mathew, tor ® putting away the wite : the ſame flipp of memorie 
3. Whocoaem might looſe the ſame exceprion for crnarrying another. If he rhinke 


murriges Epi that eFmbroſe did not forget himfelf,bur vnderſtoode the exceptio in 
has. et 59 

, = ha 
te1ib cap. 58 
ſ1nAugvit de 
elvit, de: Ib 


preſſely : what reaſon why, it might notas well be vnderſtood. in the 
latcr alſo?As for S,ferom no matveil ifhe wroteagainſtſecod marriage 


15ea.;.  aftcrdivorcement for whord64 who wrote agaiift aliſecond marria- 
The vines  g-51111 ſu. h ſort, that; Efpencews aſketh what could have ben ſaid more 
thier edition gr.1vOuſly again(tthem by the impure 3 Catharits,then is ſaid by him? 
_ © an; ANd s V2ves pronounceth, that he did nor only deteſt ſecond marri4- 
wetp audps ges, but alſo kad {mall liking of the firtt,nor did much favor matrimo- 
ris have! 


nic; B. ſide that himſclfto, as farre as h: exceded the boundes of{God.- 
ly modeſtic & truth her in, even-by thef.-: mens wdgrents whom Pa- 
piits doc repute learned & Catholique allayerh & cor. &.zhinone of 
the places, whi.h Bell, alleag, th;his peremprorie cenſur:geven inthe 
other, For whereas hec ſaith in his Epiſtl: 10 e/merdrs, that thewite 
who divorced herfelf from her hilſband becauſe ot hisadulteric & mar 
ricd another 4 w.u av adalterefſe for ſo marrying,8& 5 het newehul band 
an adultcrer : In hisepitaph of Fabwlz (a noble godly g.ntlewoman of 
8 Viervare ROME, Who didthehke & was peeniter for itaftet ber ſecond husbads 
non poterat, death) he ſairh, that ſhee lamented (+ bewayled tt ſor,” as if ſhee bad commut- 
8Sub,900> red adultere, By which kinde of ſpeech & others ſurable to it,a5 that hee 
poſt moet tearineth her ſtare after divorcemeont from her firit huſband” Widdow- 
ſecnodi ''r! | hood; addeth, thar ſhoe loft 8 rhe boner of haumg bad bur on bufband » by 


th:3{entene 
out bevy on 
eve preſctipe 
&f index <2 
pargatorius 

4 $1non vule 
adurtcts redu 


ac 

(Non APcha 
wwevir ied a 
dulet 

8 Vidatiatem 


So 6 nd maPryneg th: ſecodg Oath hee thought it tzeries tovnderges 2a.certam, 
o_— thaGow 


the former point, as rhe, Apoſtle did; though neither mention it- ex- | 


—_ 


nr, 
* CX- 
Þrift 
Orc 
inke 
OM 
\ EX- 
| the 
lage 
r14- 
Ore 
in? 
v1 - 
mOo- 
0d. 
| Pa-- 
c of 
the 
witc 
mar 
and 
nof 


ads 


= 


ſhopdid notexccutcany Church<eſure on the, Nay,lith ſhe was3yeat 
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death, Bell, concludeth that ft was accounted a PR crime in the 
Catholique Church ar that time, if any man w 


cCntiner cap 
I aSZonaras 


hongh the 
Kloiteon Gra ' 
ian exp innd 


of thi lufion-{till. For thercby/faith he)we doenot vnderſtand w-d aignt, 
ren cif aeyimcs while his Wife yet kved,imarric another , yea _ = = anon 
whoreds, it was accounted a publique crime in theCathvlique c __ cnn D.de 
at that time,ifany mididit. As whoſay the Byſhop of R__ mult PP" qnl3 vivs 
needs hould that, if wome yere not liſenced to marric afrer div _ te conjuge 
ment for whordom;men could not bt neither, Whereas he might be THE, 
»f the (: inic en; Il feemeth{as IT ſhewed Jto F.29nctE 
ofrtheſame opinio,thar an auncien zCouncell | as - barn cxn7@_ 
have bene before him;8& an aunciet yFarher(living & writing as - ſome yAuniſee q wy 
thinke, in -Rome about the ſame time) was : Imeane, that this liber- ?: cenſure 
tie & {reeds ſhould be graunred ro men burnot to wome. Morcover cheol-gorum 
the dehay of Fabiolas penance;in that ſhe was not put thereto vntil] a4f- pony yo ag." 
ter her ſecond huſuarids dexth,yelcdeth very ſtrong & porabable coictu- verer nov bs 
re;thatir had not bene before the acconted any crime at all m rheCa ofliecaes”. 
holique chnr-h,nor for a womineithero put awa her haſ bad 4-9 epiſt. © ad 
fe of his adnlterte,& ro marrie another. For that W = _ - : - - Melia abi | 
#2 opelyHer (elf was religious,godly,wel inſtructed; 8 th ou Rep reataettaper 
be lawfoil. Her huſbid by all lykelyhood of like minde& 1u __ t: 
thechurch ofRome called not their marriage in roqueſtion. The By- | cſrem * 


wlarer, 


G3 yong, - 


24.64. Of the Laveſullnes of e Marriage 

yong,when they married, and never harde of any fault therin c6mit- 

tedaslong as her huſbandlived : it may beRome had many biſhops 

in that time,none of whom ſaw cauſewhy they.ſhould blae her forit, | 64rd 

The exaple of Fabzelathertor,& theRoma bs.deling in it,maketh more ſce it 

a great deale with us then againſt us, if ir be throughly waighed. Now | Luk 

S. (hriſoftom. maketh abſolutly with us:howſocoer Bel,affirmeth that | ,yins 

| non he teacheth the ſame with. feromyea with bS, /eromy ſimply comen for w 

cHom.17..n * ding all ſuch marriage. For what doth S, Chri/oftom teach inthe ſerms 

Math.cadt, at Bell,quotertth upon Math,? Forlooth; . that by e Moſes law it Was cept 

permutea,that whoſoever bated his Wife for any cauſe myht pur her away & 

another in, her Roome: But Chritt left the huſbad one Cauſe alone to put | (om| 

avay his Wife for uamely Whoredom.,, Whar ? & doth it folow hereoft witt 

Chri ſoft.cacant that the huſbad putting her away for whoredo,might | ging 

nor marry another ? Rather theclean contrary. Scing he ſpeaketh of | the 

ſuch apuring away,as e Moſes did permit & maketh this the differece 

berweene Chriſts ordinance, and the lawe of e Hoſes,that e Moſes did | of B 

permit it for any cauſe,Chriſt but for one, Which to be his meaning | thir 

he ſhewerh more plainely upon the firlt to the Corinthias,ſfaying that Jer 

_ wi the marriage is diſſoly by whordom. either us the huſband, a huſband a- 

al longer. For henceit appearcth that he thoughrthe band of marri- | cou 
age to be looſed when they are ſevered for woreds : and therefore c6 

cr.cor 7.28 ſequently the partiesare free to marry according ro the Apoſtles rule, | {ir 

+ 6m genten 4zz Andother where alſo,though ſomewhat more obſcurely , yer c6ter- | the 

: rence with this place will ſhew him to have taught. But what ſhould I 


by 1 
glpiromin ſtandcon farther proofe therof,jit being ſoundoubred, gthat biſhope | «7 
4.b decteral (Co arwvide an ern R adverſary of marriag after divorcement,& bring | yes 
part.2.c8p.7 . . | 
D.6. 1ngal the Fathers thar he can 2 gainſt it ,confeſerh $.Chriſoſt.to ſtand | ty 


on the other ſide againſt him for it. Audthisin four hundred years af | þ,,,; 
terChriſt,Bell, caottinde on of the Fathers,that he may iuftly ſay is his 
excepting them which make as much forthe Encratites, Montaniſtes, 
and Cathariſts, as they doe for Papiſts. Inthe ages followiug he fin- | an 
derh better ſtore : now one now moe in the hundred. Yet among the ji; 
alſo , looke how many he nameth of the Eaſtern biſhops, whether ex-| jn x 
prefledly,or implyedly :he playeth the Teſnit with him, For thefirſte of Þ («ty 
them T heophylatt he alleageth with the ſame faith & truth,that he did | far] 
Chriſoft wholc ſchollarT hcophylatt being (after Bellarmms owne note) | anc 


k.Tom.”. 


eontr.”,lib.1y did follow his maiſter. © it d 
cap-4, And thisthe two places themſelves that Bellarmin quoteth , :doe | gui 
bb hong inſinvate clearelye : » The former by eppening how Chriſt permic- | þ.: 
19. reth not the putting aWwaye Which Moſes did , Without inſte cauſe ,..nor | for 

_— OM f of 


| aloweth 


i- 4 countries of the Eaſt. Whoſe creditt and conſent how vutruely Bellar, 


, UporuN Lavfull Doverce, Pas +<fP « 
alloWetl avry cauſe as inſt but whordom * the later by omitting mention of 
whordom,in ſpeſifying the cauſes, for which if a Woman depart fro ber huſ- *.\n.1.Coe.7 
band ſhee muſt remaine unmarried, Whereto (if Bell, neede morelight to | 
ſceit by) we may addeathird place:in which 1T heophylatt ſaying that 75, — 
Luk rcherfing Chriftes words againſt meu pitting away their wives & mar- | 
rymg other rut be underſtood with the exception ont of Mathew, ; Unleſſut be 3. Pareftor le 
for whordom,,doth ſhewhowfarre he differcth herein from Zelt. who de- Fete, 
nyeth flatly thatChrifes wordes in Luke muſt be ſupplyed with that ex- obſcured by 
ception, The reſt of the Eaſtzrne Fathers whole teſtimony is alleaged ens bags 
byBellarmny though their names not mentioned: are ſuch as were aſ- tivg delade, 
ſembledin th: Councell ofFlerence.For there came thither to conferre 
with the Pop? aud the welterne bythops , albeit many of theſe houl- 
ding a gencrall Coun:ell at Baſil theſame time , refuſed ro chaunge 
the place for th2 Popes plzalure,who ſought his owne adyanrage the- 
rein, not the Churches, and vndermined the aRions of the Councell 
of Bail ®: which condemned hins of hereſie and depaſed hin; bur there came 
thith:r « th2 Patriar.h2s of { onſtantmople, «Alexandria, eAntwche , and | 
feruſalenw,, cithcr themſelves in perſon,or by their deputies,with many — — 
Merropolitanes and Bithops of Greece of «Aſia , of fberia, and othcr OO 
et ſubſcripe in 
prercnd<th,for the proofe of his fall: a(krrion, it is plaine by that hee lerlayuionia 
faith the Councal ot Florens didd:cree the ſamein the inſtruction of 
the Armenians. A chapter which is fathered indeed ypon-the Colficel} 
by the ſchiſmatical pope Exgenues the fourth, the deviſer of it : but fa. 
ticred uniuitly and calumnioully as the time a greeth, wherin it waz 
begotten. For it is accorded in the ſamedecree,that it was made the g 
two and twentith of November in theyeare of Chriſt atthouſond fonr 
hundred, thirty & nine. Now theCouncel ended in Iuly the ſame year <—_—_— 4 
four monerhs bcfore': As both o it ſelf witneſſ:th,& y Popiſh ſtories pounphr, in 
note. Wherefore the Councell could nor be rhe farther of that decree onrtit.max.er 


Cene 
and chapter : 


m Concil Ba. 
lilientſeſe 33. 
ec}, Enias 


6 Decimo ea- 
lendusDecem 
bris 


noe more then aman can bee of that childe which cacd.chro- 
is borne fonrete moneths after his death, And the pope whole baſtard wo kids 
in truth the brat is, by the acknowlegment and record of 7 apifts them Bugeu'j paper 
ſelves in th: 4 Tomes of Concells , was{o much the more to blame ro you dd 
father it vpon rh2 Coucel of Florence 9 the great & gencrall councell, : arque mag- 
and 8dare it in a publique ſolemne ſeffion therof;becauſe neither was ag ab. 
it debated in theCouncel whether marriage after. divorcement for a- 5 Frnemiim 
dultcrie were lawfull or no;& the *Eaſterne byſhops mairnteyned ir to — gs 
b-lawfull,whe the pope after the end of the councel did reprove the {"jenanercels 
forc itancither is it likely the contraric was decrecd by al there preſer.x broes. _ 
of theveſt, Chicfly ſeing that more thehalf of thE were gone whe both eh. 
? G4 partes 


PY4h, Of the Lewſullne of eM arriage 
(ts proamis nartes the Eaſt & Welt, ſubſcribed ro the decrees of the Councell in 
the leters of agreeement ; as appearcth by conferring their number 
9, Thereare with* their names,& the note there of, Yea the Councell beingen- 
about 39. bY Jed theſixth of Iuly,had their ſupeſcriptious added untoir the one & 
Lealic, Leand* twentith ,Then if of 7,ſcore & perhaps upward, fcarſc 3.ſcore were re 
Albert 12 :- maining at Florence. 14* daics after the Coiicel ended: What maywe 


C Bncne Syiet- thinke there wer: above 4. moniths after ? But how many ſoever were 
us 1558 


Glee con Preſent ofthe Welt, as the Pope can quickely muſtcr upan 100, biſh- 
eil lb.1.c& ops or more, if need be out of Italic alone, to carry awy things in Co. 
in epi adri. OY Mulcitud of voyces,ſuch policic hath he uſed for that;but how ma 
eumcapt. ny ſocverItalias he baded to contenance his decree,the bithops of the 
@ eces tgp Aſt 2grced not therto, neither was it;the councels at. Thusgl the Fa- 
yon * thzrs ofthe Eaſtern churches, whom Belallcagerh, 8& may urge with 


- nr henge credit their doarine towards marriage, doe not onely not ſay with 
nicu . 


©Quoniam him, but gainſay him. Wherin therc have ſoe many others tollowede 
&F'55Syncd. rhem from agero agetill our tyme,that itisapparant they allow with 


* Heret.59. greater conſent a mans marriage after divorcement for adulrerie then 


a Epiſia 41ib Fathers of the Weſtern churches difſalow it, For Euſcbwes treatinge of 


+7 ?ſtin. the Martyr ſetteth forth with the ſame praiſc that he had 
o 

affcai>.9 4 ultcrous hufband. And S,, Baſis cannons approved by ? general coi 
Conſtaurmot cells, doe notonely authorieze the man ro matric anothcr, whoſe wif 
bn mg is anadult-refle, bur alſo check the cuſtom which yeclded nor like fa- 
thiems  yourin like caſeto the woman, And Epiphanias * ſaith ( his wordes are 
_ by Tcad corruptly,but the ſence thereof is Plaine of our fide, asaCovareus 


ſome burmE 44 pratreth, Epephanwslaith therfore that Sepration being made for whor 
eunceltzs AorL.4 mane may take aſecond wife or aWwomarn_aſecond huſband and rhe 


gre _ ſamein effeR avoucheth® T beodorer atfirming that ( bryt hath ſer dovone 


| goingbefore 97% cauſe : Wherby the band of Marriage ſhould be diſſotved,c5 onely rent aſun 
ſh 


= hewery, 6 der 1. that he did except whoredom_.And a gererall-Coicel,wherin ther 
r 


the word 5y. WCTE above 220. biſhops of the Eaſt gathered together, doth implye 
map — = _ in _ an Fe, boy: ” 8 mow _—_ Vep! the _ A yr X 
——_ ceng fauhfull to hun, yet forſaket And marrieth another 1s iſls 
Ariored ſentene puilty of adrultery.So dothg Occumenwsin applying the oy of 
cor at cone ADydINg unmarried to ſn. has ſhould not have departed, & in abridg- 
7caph.b ing (/riſoſtoms words after his manner,whoſe {chollare Be//. therefore 
on 45 rearmeth him.So doth e Exrhymimins Choyſoftoms ſchollar roo,inchar 
z<ap 33 gingtheminvith adulterie, who marrierh a woman divorced for any 
»genii page Cauſe but whordom fro her huſband.So doth Necephoras,in copyinge 

'__ & comeding that out of Exſeb: us,which he had out of Iuſtin. the Mar 


tyr,To be ſhort, the Grecians, 3 which name compriſeth many narios 


eurgre the ſtory of the (hriftiar womar.,,who divorced her ſelf from her ad- | 
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ke fa- 
es arc 
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of 


Uport. a lavvfall Droeree, * Parcy. 
the Eaſt all whom the k Florenrine Pouncell callerh the EaſternChurch 
doe put the ſame dodrine reccyv.d iromtheit aunſtours in practilc ON 
even at this day,atiowing mari. d tolke not onely,ro fperate and di- F9ii 6; ws 
vorce themſelves in caſc of adult ri: buralſo to marcie others,as Bel- lib.1;, irancis 


1\vat dclewy 


larmin conieJ.th.Wherctore his opinion hath not theconſent of the #.gray. wn 
Eaſtern biſhops: neither hath had1r any age finceChryt, Much icfſcan katcxau Cue 
he ſh-werhe con{-mt ofthe South ithe Er hiopians, an Abijji- Eh 9T 


\iciipt 5 
es,or Of the*e Foſcovites & Ruſſenn the North:both which as they rc- * orop he” 
ceyved their faith from the Ealt,ſo vie they likefreedom &liberti. tor f,nemtl wu 
this matrer,No,not in the weſt it (elf,though he have many then-e a- lit Cop 43.eh 


greeing with him, yet hath hee the generall conſent of all che Fathers |; 


, mlnwa-:c 
perhaps not of half, if an exa& count might betaken of them, For bc- n« as teeth 
ſides Tertx/kan the Counceltof Elberis & to let paſſe Ambroſe one By- ey SY FR 

of Rome,or more alreadic ſhewed ro haye thoughr that a m.27 t. - aulicr cbjug, 
ing divorced from his wift fir ber adulterie gs free to marrie againezthurc are ot IP oat my 
the ſame minde! Latfantins,mm(bromatucs," Hilarie,® Pollerius pthe auther « cap x. 


of the Comentaric: in « Ambroſe his name —_ S.Parls epiſtles,qthe firlt P'* Exiſt 1.98 


: ot . rf eap?. 
Councell of Arles,,the coficel of Vawmes,thcy who cirher were at or a- q<an.10. 


greed to the (ſixth generall coficell the ſecod rime aſſebledePope Grego £22: 
rx the third , PopeJacharie,the councell ofsVorme of Trib SME - Te? 


ce, couucel alleaged « £ Gratian without name,and other learned ?15:97-: 
mealleaged likewiſeby #him <Pope Alexander the third,y CeleFFin. the Bot ciom 
3 ,Jachone &rPax! bylhop,the one of (brſepobs, the other of BiogorbE \ie 3 © n® 
raſoges h Cardinal (zjeten: Archbiſhop CatharimuncNaclancus byſhop of zcp.3.et10 
Chigic finalli the teachers of thereformed churhes int! Eng, Scor.,nGer, Patcbard de 


crerorl c. 4 


o Frame andy other countris,for why (houfd notT namethefc of our «1 17.cap.17t 
ofciiio & faith amog rhe Fathers as well as Bell. nameth the popiſh «*- 


. G6 c2.pÞ "Cc, [- 
cotncell of Trent on the contrarie ſide?Bur the Papilts/willſome ma Goh [$5 


peradvenrurefay doe not graunt that all whom you have reh:arſed, v2r<* Burebar., 
. - . & . / p . 1h,17-e.17,cug 
were of this opini6.But rhePapiſts/I anſwer)doe graunt that ſundrie zca.; Buicia, 
of them were?& luch as they graunt not,the light of truth & reaſo will 1Þ-17..5, 
- © o o . a2 y . C 
either make them graunt,orihame them for denying it.As 4Sixtus Se- Mole 
”eu yam Grazr deny that Hdarie and Chromantues allowe a man to M*editlvd ::4 


marric another wif: after divorcemcnt:or teach that hee is looſed 225 32cE 


from the band of matrimoni.,whi!c his tormer wife though an adul- 3x:c.da co qui 
(& liveth.N 10h their des : . | 2 gn Con fang 
tetlc 1vetn., NOW wcrgh tharowne wor es,& 1rwil JPPcare thartSsxtus Vxocis ſus 
dc Quaveo extra.de divortys e de conemd Euang cap too Addir 2 ad Lyran in mat,t9 g Chriti mazrj- 
mon inſtz cr aunot jncvriep "iTrad de matii que!t an proprer caim rdulk cou. l.b.a vin ulok! ner 
racimep:ſt ad R ©, [Tindal ou mat, 5. Bucec. de1egno chiift tib.2 ca-43 pmarry3 in 1cor *Beay n et?mlo 
the couteffion of their faich piet in Luther iuarac in mar pyrantel new nn in Harmon conf fect 18. 
art de com conf w itte b ibid aft, urch, cent 111: 1,ca. KEnic,exam, cone. Trident part 0 cal'':; 
luſt r cbrciltiau lib 4. :y.vlc gal in Harmon cont. Bezg in Harw.con muſgul in mar,5. bul decad.z cu 
te.S zegcÞ ih lacorcom,ge aiverub,1.qBiblioth Sana H inmrieta . 


— 


148 0. Of che lavofullees of « Marriag? 
en =%-"4p injuricth them therein, For *Chromatixe ſaith that they who having pat 
4 Ay forni- away their wives for any cauſe ſave for whoredom,preſume to mar- 
cationis cauſe {others dot agint the will of God,and are condemned, Wherein, 

with what ſen-e could hee except whoredom , vnleſſc hee thought 

them guiltleſſ:,who having put away their wives tor it doc marric 0- 
Pan 4.in ther? And'Hi me affirming (friſt to have prei:ribed no other canſes 
Math of ccaſing from matrimony, bur that;ſheweth rhar the baud of matri 


e>n:ogio, MmOny is looſed thereby in his indgmer. Chicfly fith he knew that: 


rhey might ceaſe [rom the vſe therot,for other cauſes: & the occaſis 
& tenour ofthe ſpzech doe argae that he m-at ſuch a ſepcrarioas yeel 
d-th liberty o: nzw marriag,In like ſorte,or rather more plainly 8& ex 
prefſely did Polen hold: & maintaine the ſame:As Awuſtm: (whoin 


/.- 94-n contrs This point hee diſſented from)dothrepote and teftifie, Yer Bellarwur, 


dixcangu'ti- (a ftrangetthing in acaſeſo cleare, burnothing ſtrange to Teſuirs)ſauh 


con:ulutt. that Pollentizs © did nor gainfaic efuftirn, , but af ked his iudgmenr 
meadiltco- ofthe matrer:and for proofe hcreof refcrreth vs to the beginnings 
ing ad pol, ©. | / | SE -nttaabr ann; 

lib «cap 1 Of borhthe bookes of eAuſtin,.Evenc to thale b-ginnings inwhich 
7-Tanq ue itis declared how eAuti, having laboured too prove thar a woman 
& chAuftioln parted fromher huſband for his tornication might not marry ano- 


t-edewverot, ther Pollentins wrot vnto hinyas it were by way of aſking his indgmer 
Bellacwin 


fa b coſaisdo and ihew.d& hzethought the contrarie;yct ſhewed itin ſuch forte, that 
& drewneth. { ,(F;12 eeidng downe both their. opinions,doth ſpecific then as flatly 


#14enim (en Croſiing one the other: Tow gre of this mae, of that.:and ſaith of Pollen 


tis & vid-tur pr 20 uncand againerhat 8 hee Wa of this wyude,which Bellarmn., de- 
gibi :cexifti , . , > G - 

mas.& patas, Nicth hee was of, wherein the Ieſaits dcaling is more ſhameful , for 
or cftiio-acs that beſidethe evidence of th? thing itſelf ſo oft-nrepeated in the ve- 
exiftrwas, Tic ſame places thar hee citeth ®$Sz.veus Senenſes a man as vnwilling, as 


v Bibliorh 8: BellarmL, to weaken anie of their Trent, points with graunting more 
B:pudj bu then hee muſt needes confeſſerh that Poelentizs thought hereot as we 


manilibllus Joe. Bulike becauſe Srrtus Seuenſis honoreth:him with the praile & rir- 
 - - » - "a4 Il: of a y moſt godle man,Bel.rchought it betrer to lie,then ro graunt 
mom vicem; thatthey have ſuch an adverſarie. H;e would faincaroid rooanother 
crrcap? Auncient father bearing thename efe Ambroſe, & Ambroſe might his 
nn pro? name be,though he were not famous e-Lmbroſe Byſhop of e Hzlar.. 
out of Au.tin But whether hce were named (o,or otherwiſe(which! p:rhaps is truer 
conr,duaremt ynro his teſtimonie pronouncing it lawfull by $,Pauſes dotrine for a 
lib +.ap: maniuſtly divorced romarrie ( againethough norfor. a woman as 
y:29-7 0d hee by miſktaking $.Paw{throngherrour rthough Bellamin replicrh 
x lib 4,ſeat, With a threefold anſwere. Firſt Gr2tizn(faith hee )aud Peter? Lombard 
6a 35. doc afhrmerhatthoſe word :s w-re thruſt intothis authors (ommen- 
earie by ſame corrupters of writtings. - In deeds the one of thera 


affr- 


— 


a 


UpoarL 4 laWfull Droorce, Pays ts 
affirmerh:2 it is ſaid ſo the other,3 it is thoughr ſo,Bur if it be ſufficient 
to affirme barely without anic ground of proofe or probabilitic, that 
it is ſaid or thoughr (0.wharerrour ſoc abl{urd that may not bc deten- 
ded by perverſe wranglers ? whar cauſe {oe oniult , that vnrighte ous 
indges may not geve {entece with?For wharſocver words be enforced 
againſt them out ofthe'1aw of God or man,our of anie evidence or re 
cord of writers & witnefſes worthie credit: they may with Peter Lobard 
& Gratian replie that the place alleag. dis faid or thought to have Tenc 
thruſt into thoſe monuments by ſome corrupters of writings. Aud in 
replying thus they ſhould ſpeake trueli,though it were ſaidor thought 
by nome beſide themſelves : bur how reaſonably they ſhould ſpeake 
therein, ſer men of ſenſe & reaſon indge. Surcliethough Perer Lobard 
reſt vpo thar aunſiwer far witof a better, yer Gratian (whether ſcaring =Epifin 4. lib 
the ſicklie ſtate thercof doth leave it,and ſeeketh himſelt anew patron "IF + $i: 
ſaying that eLavbroſes.words are thus meant, that aman may lawful- 

lie marrie another wifc afrer the death of the adulterefle, but not whi 
[- ſhe liveth, which aun'iwer is mote abſurd the the former, In fo much 
that ,Covarruvias ſpeaking ofthe former onely as vncertaine,faid that 
this repugneth mani{e ſtlieto eLmrbreſe.A verie truererdict,as anic mi 
not blind may ſee by «mbreſe wordes: And Bellarmir. coufeith the 
ſameineffteR,by patling it over in fil; nce as aſhamed of it, Bur others 
(ſayth hee ſecondlic)doe aunſwer thatthis aurhoyſpeaketh cftheCi |. 
vil law,rhe law of Emperours:To weet,that by the Emperours Lawes dl £ " 

it is lawfull fot men, but not for women, having put 2way rheir mate, Pf1%#; 
ro marric another: and that Paul therefore jealk he ſhould offend th? v. ner 1epud, 
Emperour would not ſay expreſlely. If a man pur away his wifelet him. a |< . Jege 86, 
bide ſo or bereconciled rs bis wife. Now Gratians ſecond anſwer was no le{- 9u tt conten 
ſ: worthy to have bene mentioned, then this of © Willkem. Linden ,pat- fait cont 
ched vp by Bell, For the 4 civill law prononceth the band of marriage dij. © * 
to be looſed as wel by di\vorcement as death:and alloweth wemen to © 1-<<r.7.12- 
take other hnſhands , their former being put awaie , as itallowcth * 
men to take others wives, Sothat isa fond and vnlearned conceitto 
imagin that Pax! would not ſay ofhuſbands as hee did of wives, 
leaſt hee ſhould offend theEmperour by ſpeaking expredtlic againſt 
th:t which his law al lowed, For® hee did expreſicly controllthe Em- 


2 dicirur. 
3.cicci.tue, 


bl.ece.7.! 


du ttconflen. 
ſu liſt coniiia 


perourslaw inſaying of the wife, 7f ſee dedert from bor buſband, let hey {10s Ficerd | 
remaine unmarried , or bee reconciled ro h:r huſband, And the authours Lea 1,, 


wordesdoe ſhewe that hee meant toſpeake,not of hnumainelawes, bur Fo pena 
% »4) .x 


of divine: of the ſacred frripture where ypon he wrote , 2ud what was Þ Annor ia 
thereby lawfull, Whichſeemed ſozevident vnto,f Peter Soto, 8 & Sixties {1? oo ani- 
Seneſis , and ® the Roman Cenſors , who overſaw Pope Gregorie the thir- « 

. H 2 tenths 


G44 Jf the JaWfulints of e/Harriag 6. 
tenths new edition of the Cannon law,that they conteſſe rhat Amwbre 
ſe (meaning chis auchour) doth a prove plainly,certainly, vndoubtely,. 
mens livertye of marrying againe after divorcement, Zellarmin. rhet- 
fote comyng in wich his ha aunſwer. Yer ſaith her if theſe bee not (0 
well liked ir may be aun{weredeaſilic : that the author of thoſe Com«. 
$0224 ; ' mentaries is noteLmrbroſe, nor any ofthe renowned Fathers , + as leare 
rant, ned men, kyow, Thus at lengeh this authour , ifmen will nor beleeve 
rhar his wordcs are corrupted, or that hee ſpake of the Civill law,thall, 
bee graunted vs with Bellzrymins good l:ave : Burt then, wee (hall bee, 
rold- that hee is not. ,Lmbroſe , nor anic of the renowned Fathers as. ' 
learned men know. And why could not Beflarmiu aunfwere this 
at firlt? Why was hee [oe loath ro-graunt that ſuch an aurhour.,, 
ils baſe , obſcure of ſclender cr<ditr, maketh with vs ? H-rein there 
Tim cap,o. } I1<thamyltcric, There is in this authours Commentaries a place, a- 
5.cujas 6odiz ,peece of a ſenten.c, which ſeemcrh to ſprake for he Popes Supremacte;. 
Royer 93, Though perhaps never written by this aurhour,or not with that inea- 
- ning, asI haveih-wedels where. 1bellamen bad cited thar place tor. 
LTo.2.e mit thatins S.e Ambroſe his name : and'® manie make a feaſt thereof, as. 
cen bcing ſure S.:Ambroſs.Now if he ſhould (aic,that the author ofthoſe 
broſius where Commentaries was neither «Ambreſe nor Saint : hee ſhould gainſaic 
py ne mencts himſelf, Andfith hee was learned; when he did cite it ſoe, and there- 
broſe byſhop fore knewe (by hisowne words) thatir was noteLarbroſe nor anic of 
quoatide ſo; £E renowned farhers who wrictit:men wouldſce thereby, that he had. 
lowing ſhe+- tor the Pop-s ſakeagainit his owne knowledg, farhered on S. Asbroſe 
ects xes that which is not his, No marveil then if Bellarwminy came to his aun- 
wes Annos. wete as a beareto the ſtake. Ar the which though hee ſceme to caſt: 
* 99345 v8 of, by ſaying thatthe auchour was noretowed Father, anderred in 
miſtaking S. Pax!, as having geven morelibertie to-men then women , 
whereof in due placeafterward :- yet in the meanc ſeafon hee 15 forced. 
to grant thar this aunct-at Farther tooke it ro bee lawtuwll tor men ra 
matcie 2g ine after divorcement for adalrerie, The ſundrieerafions & 
5 Hadineen- (hifts —_—_ thePapilts have laboured ro wreſt th: credir of tlus one 
damins wme Fath:r out of our handzs, doe geve mee occafion to ſuſped that they 
Aoi will wrangle mach more to withdraw: from- vs the firlt Counccll, of 
uy orgy eAris 7 bing more auncient intime, i1 credit. greatcr, and (as a one, 
liocaw, Of themſtlycs doth probably conieRure) confirmed by the Pope alſo, 
Hzr-ynte the Counccle withingof certaine perſotis nor tro-marrie ith 
O can.'®. the caſe wee treatofmight ſerverhem fora colour inas much as ® ir: 


— fiirhconcetrningthem whoſe wives are takeniin adultcric ,. char if 
8e>r\live: 


| - ras, *** rhiey bee yongen and forbiddento.marrix,3 adviſeſhould bec given: 


the, as. matches may; btc not to-takt orher-wives white rhic Rennes 
| thongh 


$2 '*, 


Upon alavefull , ; 
though adultereſſes; But this giving of adviſe is in truth an! argument 
that the councell judged a man no adulreter ; if hee rooke another 
wite. Els would they have given not adviſe and ceunfail, but charge 
and c0, __ ay _ Fwy oo (as it 'n pro rn mas wa 
mensrtranſgr.ſtion therein wi iſripline, ſpetially c in .. : 
p they punith lefſcr taults with excoltmartnicagon. Net is it _, Pizarts 
thing thar they temper alſo this counſail and adviſeto be geven ſuch, 91" —_— 
with 9 4s 1:#1h as may bee, Anda farder circuinſtance get of Mereim. Avoleſcenſcs 
portance , they make ror this reſtraint fot all nien , but for x NICE 
yong men, nor tor allyong men , but ſuch ay are torbidden ro rhar- 
rie: meaning (as it teemieth }thooſe who being vnder the care of their 


having 

Jor open, proofe 
rig others; ſhalbe excommunteated: pry ; finnes being ſuffered by ony tos much 2-Abontthe. 
Lentlenes doe proveke other me u tolooſenes of tranſereſſir .And rhis dectee 1 4 60, © 
finde not anic ofthe Papiſts that goeth about to thift of: Neither ci] 3.peccats 
fee how they may poſfiblie:TheConcell expohiding fo playnly * 
wordes-of marriage forbidden after divorcement unleſſe it bee tor , 
whoredome,and accompting marriage aftcrfuch divorcemcnt not 4 Torture mw 
keffer ſinne, but noſinne.Aat all,asthereaſon added for ſtrength of their 
decree ſheweth, Now tot the next the generall Ceuncell aſſembled 
m the Emperours palace of Conſtantinople which made the like de- 
cree and taught the fame doctrine, as I have declared «© Bellarming, 
woutd perſuade vs (vpon other: occaſions touching Poperie nearer- 
the quick,the this doth) that the weſtern Byſhops neither gave coun- 
rehaunce thereto with their preſence,nor approved the Canons there 1D eeclef ml , 
of with their conſent... To rhisend he denicrh that the ſaid Councell 56s 697 
was a generall Councell , & ſtriverh in hisf third comroverſic to aun- <2nirvc yum 
fwerlome of ourreaſens which confirme it.But heeaſerh vs of paines Pas 
wo fiſt his aunſweres by meanesthat himfelfin the * fourth controvet-= 
fic diſcourſing of generallconncels purpoſelie, dothrecke it no 
the; Foras in” mes lawes wherthey IG on ynto another, 

RG . 3* 


. 
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th 


54 Ines of e Fl arriage. | 
Bs orb later derogateth fromthe former :ſo(I trow ) when Belermin doth 
contradiR himſelf, hislaft word muſt hould. * And the more reaſon 
cao 35 Poltq@i jt ſhould fo in this, becauſe both Pope eAdriar the firft of auncient 
_— nogi m2, did cal itthe ſixth Councel, declaring therby h= tooke it to bee 
ea2, of the Genzrell Conncels whereof he tearmed irthe ſixth , andin the 
« Nez uf. (..ycnthG2neral Couucelſundry Fatttersalleadgcd ir by the name of 
the ſixth Generall, and avoucheditto be iuftely called ſo. Which ſen- 
tence oftheirs gzing unconcroled by-any of rhat Councell , and the 
Coaucellit ſelfe afterward approoving thedecre2s and canons of the 
ſtxe = Councels ,it js verry probable that rhe Weltern churches 


z,Nicza-(y 
ing their conſent to th: ſeaventhcouncell,and taking it for ſoad 
accounted( as the Eaſtern have done & doe)thar which they entireled 
the ſixth to be generall Specially ſeing that in the Weſt, mcn of great 
creditfvo & Gratian, and Pope fonoceutwes the third and their diſciples 
the whol (chole of caoniſts have on thoſe autorities of the ſcaveth conn 
bDecreiepar cel mad2 like reckouing of it. And although our yong*r Papilts for 
——_ © themoitparte audſome of the elder, perceiving what advantage may 
e.vit ce, be takenthence aguinſt — ot pop-ry,do« cro{l: ther pre 

ons,ſuchas whereof the beſt would in- 
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Hobe- lines 5 deceflors herein with ſeely re 
4 ferre more forcibly that their councell of Trent was noe Gen:rall co 
cell : yet among the alſo ther are who allow the aunaent opinionas 
 (aranza namely, andGenebrard and Surries with whoſe prefic? rendiny'. 
;70 the proofe thereof is r2com-nded & publiſh:dby papiſts in the 
4 Veg ed by two perteRſt and laſt Edirions of the councels, Wherefore whether as. 
of Canpaere, Uy Of the Welt wer- preſent in p2rſ0,orby depurys,& ſubfcribed toir 
pont cap.27, Which Belfrmor,and Nuus,lcarned Greeke Fathers avouch by oulde 
recordes ; or whether it were celebrated by 'Eftern bithops onelye, as 
the ſecond Generall Councell alſo was in the fame city of Conſtantiu- 
ople the conſent of th2 Welt approving it for Geuerallaverrcth my (ai 
ings by a cloud of wittneſſes of the Weſtern Churches, pope Gregory 
rhe thirde followeth, He grauntcth rhar. it a woma by reaſon of fic 
gat id3. nefſe wherey4 /hſhe were taken could not performe thedurye of a wif. 
AMinen, © h2r huſdand, her hnſband might put ther awaye and marry anoth- 
fobtuſtinian? @-, More then by the doGrine of Chrilt he had learned to grunt for 
Rhimotm-to - . , . - 
eclets.223 fi-kenclle, bur ſo much the likelyer chat he pun Þ it ſhould be gra- 
| ted for whoredomexpreſſely mentioned by Chriſt. Whercupon 'r% 
gerefat ffn6 yerigs a ſorboniſt in a woorke approvad by Sorbonilts, matcheth this 
; Cannon with the hke of Councels, who gavethe innocent party leave 
r2 marey againe afrer divorcement,while the other lived. Neither 
doth Bellarmin deny theillation bur the propoſition, which the poynt 
innfercede is grounded upon- For the Dociores ( ſayth hee: 
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meaning the C hy Earp qe Pag.ss 
| e Canonilts) expound . 4M 
WomarL, wnfitt for «2M, ) _—_— W ————— ce As maketh a m.ſed | Nud. - 
OTA C1071, for us aruim /olvs Quanyis 3.p7 
e contratted, by ſhywing t was uo true mazri Pe diſobving matrymo- e 
odors = Gratier himſelFrnderſtood irorherwi But the Dodtor of onbar 
ling rohet,who elf vnderſtood irotherwile ; of {ickneſle befal u vel inrefli 
Ms = was an able wite. And thoſc his glofle writers vſc Yee e 
a het 0 _— which B-llarmur would have vs receive for —— popping | 
On ee = reſt» they not vpon it. | And® eLutouus —_—_ | 
<2” : Archbyſhop of Flor | : : 
rie for the perſons pv. Jud: ence correcting P Gratiars ſlipp of memo- CO 2. 
age {atk tt" ame | ud-rh with him forghe matter. And the flow- quamvis, 
a þv9w” os "apper, the Chauncelour of thcir viniverſity, approveth where be nam 
k '& tons. And*® the 1+:rn.d men who ED » PP vetn cth En,i{hne 
Jaſt edition ofth2 Coun-cls doe wi were over-ſcers of the '7 tedefGer- 
3 2 Coun-els do: witnefſ by controlling1 : ma nes.& Ge 
which now theChurchovſc y controllingir as athing g« -w4 
rs mw eCNAUTre 19o(crveth nor that Gregory meant of fick C. | Br _ 
C16 Pee _— vntolawiull wives intheiriudgemer.And the P hi C1” rie the 3,oxs, 
tr e ( as f Bellarmia noterh 5 ere) declareth that hee awd <a 
rue MAatrymonite, by ſaying tat the mz ought not to bere * m 
LE ayde that. 15,0ught to mayitteie,5 fin de her as hu wife | L. - IG G al per ge 
ore it no Cahn ae byſhap would-imagin-that aman = mw col.loran, a, 
put away his 1-k wits , and murrie another , vnlefc h _ awfully rcciliorTon 
{amenmch morc ro'b2lawfull i » vnlefic hee thought the 7:2Þnccar mar 
Pa ar = * in - adulterous wite,as wee arc to pre ad his locnm, 
LUMme:;TNen NU,T NCA parts DY-CONIE ucnt ackr ow! E 
in Qpelion is prov ndallowedby Geo therind. A player £2:60n 
refer allowance ther-of,appearethina C | =} 
—_— anon of his ſu lervar, 
FER , y when a cerrayne man had d: fied himffincettionſy hd Joont 
is ers _ graunred that his. wite ſhould bee divorcedfro y pe log 
1m:and;vnlc c thee were privie to that wicked atby counfayli TI” 
po UTIOS, PRI marry in the Lordat thee could not chains This Ab 
cleare a teſtimony of an 7 hor* _ . 7 Abbwe th 
woman to matri2 Sellomi oo 3 on authorizing the divorced Jie of cherR 
ſhee might Taking would clude, by ſaying that hee meant $57 
ar 3, marricanorher, after the former huſbands death. As wh 
os ive pe inioyning the ® man and the whore fora puniſhment _y 
bY AW EN —_ hop- of martiage, WETE uikelye to meane by k 85ine the en 
erty Oi marrying grauntedthe guylrleſſc: tor a benefite,that whil jugii Termane. 
guilty lived, wkomight overlive her, thee (ſhould nor mar - EY 
_ hce, -- as though there. had benc ncede for. the tae age 
or ans D v _ cx£cptio,9 ff ſhe Wil{net conteme Let her marrie in the randy Bris 
ago, 1 us ut bee induced thereto, which hee had no cauſ-: - 
wilhon this o:cahon after the mans dceathyſhe being » then new 4 
Spy ro marrie *{uch might her age be.But what doe] beg ra 206 andy, 
circumſtances in 2 thing (o certayn: and cleareof ir{clf > ery TI 
os » ; I th 


H 4. though! 


$qg. ff Of the lewfullnes of «MH arriage 
though the great maifters whom Fell, before 8 folloed heee, 
have aflaicdrodarkea the lightthercof by rhis miſt : yet Svrus Sencfe 
confifferh that Pape Zacharydecreed tharthe womi if ſhe would not 
y pm LO» onteine, ſhould marricanother huſband while che formrriiv d. It 


' istruc thar Sexes (ekoth ro helpe the marter another _ ſomewhat, [| 
AUT 


z81wi>th fit by yoking rhe Pop: with provinciall Councels » who (faith he )alow- 
tb.* Anno -cd and decrecd jr,not by ageneral & pereprual ordinance, but for a 
tac, - . . 
time and ro cert.n nations, andthat in fuch heynous cryms as inceſt 
onely,But wil the Papilts ſtand to this dodtrine, that the popes decres 
kinds not al nations gencrally,nor are perpetual to laſt ? Then muſte 
they acknowlcdg (whi. hwould touch papcie &popery veric nercly) 
thar the Popesſ{upremacie is fauiſly pretended, he hach his cerraine 1:;- 
mites as Mcrroplitanes have : and ſome wil reafon alſo tharrthe lawes 
of Popes were tolaſt fora time untl Luther rofe, but for a time anely, 
therc date is out now. As for the timggpfinceſt , whereupon the l'ope 
allowed the innocenr party to put away her huſband & ro tnarry ano 
ther , thar coafirmerh rarher the point in queſtion the di{proveth it, 
For he had noe warrant toallow this by,bur our Saviours doctrine 
a Math.y9. forbiddingſuch divorcemet,exceptit were for whoreds : ſo thar hee 
kxxo4.20.14 Might not have graiired for incelt. unleſſc he hd thuoght itlawefull 
Marh,5,28 for adulterie,Ncither did he conſider the crime bur as copriſed under 
24:2! era, 2dnlrery too: Whereof(in a general fenſ2 fneantby the lawe)inceſt is 
a kinde. Andrheretfore in ſpeaking of her with whom the deteſtable 
£6 . 1 omg aRe was commred, he tearmed herthe eAdvirerefſe nor the inceſtions 
Vib.9.cap.4r. perſon. Thus itisapparanrt,thatin this manner Pope Jarhary was 
noe papift, No more was the Councell of \Vormes which ſhewed their 
2oflivis _ jydgment to thetike effeR to weet, thar a man who cond proove his 
my T5ctus wife to have been of counſail-with fach as ſought his death, might 
;Neres Aiden hep ayay & marry anotherifhe would.Preſting that belike,whicht 
mres San . , - n 
in ourEag! th Mmighrtiultly,as cxaples reach us. thar ſhe was uonght of her body with 
> rs = ae , ſome ot the confpiracie. Forels had the Councellexpefl” ly authorized 
= Epicins, The ſame which Chriſt codemneth,if for any other cauſe thefor adulre 
lib.deerctal, ry rhey had allowed theman to-marric, Therefore (dvzwrvias reckon 
» up this Councell among them who —_— a man having lawful 
3 Eilberrnu- 1, But away his wite for herwhoredom migyt take another while ſhee 
omher cal- = , ! 
Jethir trough lived. Yera certain ſpaniſh Frier nained Raymwnd, one of Pope Gregory 
an ectouco: 2 ninths ſpeciall Stare-men,thecompiller of his Derretals' would 2- 
onie c05 . . . - 
Cratian, YOydeit allo aftcr Grarzanus manner, by falſe expoſition asif the conn 
| cel had meaut,a man might rake another wife afte the death of the 
wb: hg. wa former. Tothe more cffe&rn ll deviwad.ng whereof, that queſti 
dedivartijs, , Onlefſe they. meant ſoc + Hee nferh a ſpecial} trick of Popiſh cun- 
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Upon. AMfell Divorce, Pas. 
ring. ne om ſhewe of ing the C—_ = de- 
cree ,in thole wordes 4 aWay hwife ar, 4- 
wother if he wil;che Frier {etreth downe thdetHe 4 after bus nibankac STO 
warrie annothergf bee will. And where as the Coucel had ſayd,vaswe thin 
hadd meant after « preeftipſe 
his wives death hee might marric another , a thing agreed onand f5'e? exvcie 
yndoubred:The Friers theevesartwont to deface and {upprefſe the 
markes of things which they have ſtolen,leaſt they beraken thereby) . 
leaveththat cleare out.But by the mouth of two witneſſestBurcharaus . 
By(hopof worms,8& 2, or ?Palea,both elder thethe Fricr, and ; mags 
fom whom of likelyhoode hee receaved this Canon ofthe Councell þ li qnamull. 
of Whormes his falle and irrcligious dealing ts bewrayed. Where- of ſadey lawi 
to may the confcſtion of the third bee adder chow ln years yonger 5 ivrit was 
yer greater in credit for things agaynſt Papiſts,himſelfe apopith Doc- ****® 
ror and burning lighr of Paris , r wade, I meane: who fayth of that 
Councell,that it allowed the innocent parrye to marrie agayn after di 
yorcemer,the other being yet alive. And theCouncel itſelf maketh far 
der proof that they are not on iuſtely charged by Toverins and Covarin 
vias with this tadgement. 
Forifany man had committed wickednefſe wirh his danghter in 
lawe,the daughrerof his wif-by hcrformer huſbid,arhey agreed thar 
hee ſhould keepe neither ofrh:m : but his wife might marrie another m.rtorae de 
if ſhee would, it ſhze coulde nor conteyne and it ſhe had not carnall co **<..*-*» 
pany with him,after that ſhe knew of his adulterie with her daughter. 
The laſt clauſe wherofſheweth that they mer of liberty graired her to 
takeanorher huſbid while the foruer lived:fithit canor bee thought 
with reaſon, but they iudged ſhee might rake another the former be- 
ing dead : though ſhee had continucd with him as his wife, after ſhee 
knew of his adulterie. The !'Conncell of Tribur did => 9 wen the ſa- 
me: ordeyning that if any committed vilany with his mortherin faw, 
her huſband may take another wife if hee will,if hee cannor conreine 
and the like order is to bee obſerved;if with his daughter in law or his 
wives ſiſter. Bellarms like the  paynter , who being good ar purtra- ;vgium 
of a Cypreſſe tree,when one gave him money ro draw and repreſent a perveoir® 
ſhipwrack in atable aſked if he would have a Cyprefſe in,diſpairing to 
doe oughr worth perhaps,vnleflc that helped:faith that all ſuch Ca- - 
nons(all not onely this of the Triburian Councell) are vnderſtood of 
marriage graunted to the innocent party after the death of the for- 
mer wife or hufband. Anaufwer nd fitter for this and all ſuchCanos f 
thena Cypreſſe tree is for | — thoſe of Pope Zacharie and 
the Councell of wormes the former whereof he garniſheth alſo with 
; I this 
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rſs — — Of thelayfilnef Harrige. 
this Cypreſſe treedoc argue, For the ſame reaſons which prooved ,J.4 
chries cannon to be mean of the womans marriage while the man |1- 
ued, proue the Councel of Tribur to belikewiſe meant of the mans in 
the womans lifc time. The puniſhment inflicted therin on the offend 


ers doe <cquallye nlarge the benefit ro rhe innocent. The exception ad | 


d to theenlarg-met,is ſtronger yenplyin g they would have him ſtay 
unmarried rather,if hecan conteine, The reltemany of Szxrus is all one 
for both : neich2r doth the quallity of the crymeotinceſt more infer. 
ring the argumenthere then it did there.. And this extenuatien that 
the Councel being a provinciall Councel ordainedeit for men ot their 
of their owne province,and for that time onely,cncrcaſcth the auto- 
rhor=ty therof ,if the precious be.ſevered from the vile, the truth from 
the falihood, For why aftirmeth hee that they did-ordein.it for. thar 
time o-ly ? The tormeof their decree rouching al generaly that ſhould 
offend (0,not ſome p.rticular perſon,who preſctly had ; they ſpeaking 
otthe thing as lawful in it (elfe, & to be obſerved alike in all caics., thir 
making of other connons to that«ffe&: yea another Councell allgo 
peradrenture , and no limitation of time iu any of them ; doe peluade 
the contrary. Now whereas they ordained 1t for men of their owne 
province,their modeſty was the greater : who did not take yppon the 
as Popes to make lawrs for men of al nations , but looked as bithops 
to thir owne Droczs. Andthe greater modeſty theliker to Chriſt, 
and the batrerto belfked of Chriltias,thz more reverenceto bejhaerd 
with,and their iudgment to be had in greatcr eſtimario. | Beſide that 
this ſclf-ſame decrce of theirs was eſtabliſhede alſo by the Councell of 
Wormes. 
And at thattim Pipmus King of (Fraiice,& of agreatparte of Ger 
mamy)was preſct. Who as he did keepe a gencral allebly ofhis Paeple 
there-{o by al likelyhood caled Biſhops thether out of his whol realm 


n<ral-& worthely as(Bell. coteſſerh) in copariſo of provincial coacels 
comonly ſo caled,wherin there were not biſhops ot a wholenatis, or 
Realme, Thus Sxrus by ſtriving tolefle & diminiſh the credit of theca 
non of the{coticel ot Tribur,hath give us occaſioromake the more of 
it -olidering on the on ſide the modeſty of the Bs .who were aflebled 
tier, & made decres for their provin e;on the othcr the province for 
which rhar decree was made for,ſolarge that al the prov.ot Italy ciot 
matcthvit, though they were linked in one.. 


SanRlonedle, © Had it not ben berer for him,withour thisrerorique to ſay dere&ly 
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> Upon 4 layfull Divorce,  Paggg. 
cell'of wormes,which now theCharch(he meaneth thePopiſh church 
reccyveth not: werher any papiſt wil take exceprio agaynſt the Coun- 
celof Maſcon, which allowed likewiſe certain man , whoſe wite had jP, (ure 
bene de floured by his brother beefore hee wedded her to pur her a- 
way and marry anotherit may bee wee ſhall know here after, Bur vn 
to a.Councell that made anotherſuch decree,as 6Grarza» ſheweth alle 6quedam, 
aging'it without name, Bellarmin. taketh two exceptions: one,that it 
is loſt: the other of the Cypreſſ tree, -Touchching the former,not as 
much asthe name thereot{{ayth he)is extant: therefor it might be ea- 
ſily contemned & ſcttar po, = bir ittherfor worle then al that 
havenames,becauſe ir is namelefſe? Then have © many Cardinals with . # 
other lcarned reverent men bene much to blame;for writing ſo ofRo {<inicen 
me asit ithada nnmber of wicked |cwd propane inhabitants. For by rep erconls. 
there report theRomans having ev.rye one a name ortwo , ſhould ce 
bee worſe forthe moſt parte,then were the Arlantes,a people of Af- 
ricke,w hom Diedorus Seculus c ommer.d-th very heighly for Godly- 
nes and Humauity, yet on of thcm had any name, orodotus ſaith, 

Orif this beea tabl- as fP/meſ.emerh rather to thinke, & wel it may 

bezyet is it molt ceqtayne that Plutarchrecord:thas grave & wiſe ſay 

ings of Lacedemonians without names ,, as of any whoſes nagies 

are known. AndjBellarmmn (I trult) will graunt that in the ſcriptu- 

res there is no lefleſaccount to bee made ot the booke of Toſhna, rhe of 

Nehemias,of fob,then of the Proverbs:though their name who wrote 

the one be not ſettidowne,as theirs who wrote the other. But hee wil q 

ſay perhaps that of this councellnot onely the name is vnknowe ,but <deminicns 

alſoe the work it ſelfe loſt; And what if ir bee? were not » thoſe of F/ ©<u* Flor 

Varroes workes,which wee have not as learned asthe worke * of Floc vnder the ni 

cus which wee have? Of T ullie, of Pohburs,of Livie,Deo,T acnus,ol infi- ee 

nite writers more,are there notas good bookes loſt.as ther areextrar of the Notes 

The ſame hath fallen our in Eclefiaſtical authors ſpecially in councels 25, G'<89ries 

whereof a great meany are nor to befound:as they who by occafis of 

Canons cited thence inthe Decrees and Decretals , have dilligently 

ſearched through the chicfeſt liberaries of Europe, doe note. And 

a certayne famous and auncient Councel ofMents beeing commeded 

& praiſed above the other, byT retenius &Swurixs, who wiſheth he might, 

have gotten it ro be publyſhed;ſhewerh that ſoome extant,are notroo 

bee compared with ſome rhar arc lolt ., wh:rcfore Bellarmins for- 

mer gxception to the Councell thatiris not exrant,no nor the uame 

of it, was not worth the nameing. The latter that the Conncells 

Canons meant of Marriage after the former wives death : is lyke roo 

proye as falſe as the profe thercotis frivolous and fond. Por wrheſe mquedam 3, 
> 1 2 are 


chit y Df the . of © Marriage. 
ac mtvcs arcthewotdsof the Canon : eL certaiue Woman pneaſhend 
IS brother:it is decreed the adulterers ſhall never bee a Mie inn Max - 
ge ſhalbe graunted unto him , Whoſe 7, the wilense Was Wrought with, 
hi:h words are wal expounded (laith Bellarmin.) by the Doctors, 
o quodpropo Aandtheir meaning gathered out of the like Canon ſollowing alitle 
yai,cop.4 after t wherein itis ordcined , that When, the adulterous wife is deceaſſed, 
ber man may marrie whons bee Will; but ber ſelfs the aldultereſſe may net marris 
at all, no not her haſband bemg dead. nn in deed,and the Glofſe-wri- 
ters On him (the DoRores meant by Bellarmin.) doth them wrong in 
| laying they expoundic rightly, For this Canon following , out of 
1,348  Whic 


deb they gather that to be tht tneaning, being a Canon of I know 
Nb.c canoe not what Gregory, atleaſt Fathered on him,doth no more prove it the 


oth: above alleaged Canon of Gregory the third permitting marriage 


of Sy vadns : - PIP - : 
to theinnocenc partye while the other lived,dorth interre the cotrante, 


And theCouncells words mentioningexpreſiety the Innocent parties - 


LaParteex. freedom & liberty to marry, which had bene ſuperfluous if they mear 
ma de fpbſ'r Of marriage aftet the others death : make it moſt probable that the 
marr.  Councellviteredthemwiththe ſame meaning, wherewith others vr- 

tered the like,as hath bene ſhewed, Herevnto the indgement of Szx- 


146 Yeniens 


that it was of one minde with the councell of Tribur.So was Pope A- 
lexander the third roo, ſome tyme, though Belhalleage e him as ot ano- 
ther mynde. But let Bellarmin ſay whether hee had two-myndes & er. 
redin on of them : ſeingit. is certaine hee 9 was of this minde once, 
vnlefſc hee wrote againtt his minde, For whereas a man that had wed 
deda wife, did, before hce enrred the marriagebed wich her,cnter her 
mothers bed:Pope eLlexander ſayde , that hee doing ſome pennance 
mighe bee diſpznſed with ro marrie another wife. Herethe Popes fa- 
your towards the offender;doth ſavour of rhat which * hath bene miſ- 
fliked in papal diſpenſations.But.hee that graunted thus much to the 
inceſtuous huſband, would (I truſt) have graunted itto the guiltletſe 
wite:as*heedidalſoto her that had thisiniurie. The onely cvaſwn 
wherctoa Bellammary might by-his. Maiſters example have recourſe, 

| is thac the Canoniſts expound the Popes words not of a wite but of a 
6 EriſtAlez ſpouſe, and hereſpoulcd allo by wordes of the tyme to come, not of 


Hrane. Vic 
t112 releft þ 
ver lib. 1.ct.z 


4 1" en * therymepreſent... | 
«d Coue..Þ Whichexpoſition may ſeeme the more probable , becauſe the.ho- 


attiaia - 


pes wordesſcrt downein the D=creralls geve her the name of ſpouſe 

without {inification thae the ma had wedded her. But hereof Frier Rey 

1nd who camplled &clippat the Dearctalie mult bears the blame, 
as 


tus Senenſis doth add no ſmall weight,ſith he albeit riving to weaken . 
1d cequt- thc ftrength & cute theſinewes of ir, acknowledgerh not withſtading: 


m—_ 


Upon, a kfult Force, © po 

as” e-Ltonius (ontins a lcarnedLawier of their ownehath well obſer- 5; A220"2, 
ved, For the Popes Epiſtle which is extant whole in the * Tomes.of eeetal erm 
Councels, declareth that the woman was the mans wedded wite;, . prog as 
though he did forbeare her companie a while. No remedis there-tore =. appid C6e 
but is muſt be graunred;thart in this matter Alexander the third 
ſubicribed to the former Councels. Now by all the reſt whom I alea« 
gedthereis none excepred againſt by a nnye Papiſt, torought that I 
know, Or as Ithinke will bee, For y Lactantmestirit avoucheth , ſoc the 
lawtuines of putting away@mans wife for adultcrie even with intent 
tomatry another that both , {ovartuics & « Zomimcns Soto grant him 
ro beclcare trom-it, Nextb royching the authours mentioned by ,,, 

ratia1 as holding the ſame for one kinde of adulterie: who doubted Airwr lbs, " 
bur there were cecrraine ſo perſuaded, when ſuch an adverſatie conte> ;Þ03; 
{th ir, Ttizn for Pope (eleſtia. the thirde,firh ©aPope ſaith he thought 4 Decrera), 
thara man or wife mighr lawfully forfake their parteners4n wedloc ke F575 ©©22-7 
for hzrifie, an@tnarry others: Fee not how the Papiſts may denyc hc a 1 4 ſen. 
chought it lawſul tor aduiteric, mote then I ſhewed they might of:Gre yg G3 26 6 


d.clQuadam 


goree the third, And albeit 4 Jacharie Bythop of Chtyſopolis,may ſeeme' ſeorentiam 


ro th-w rather what other mens opinion was then what his owne;yet 13,3 75041 
it is apparant by this manner of handelingthar heeioyned with ez 9 
broſe thercin, whoſ: words hee citeth,and fenfeth them againſt autort 
ties,that might bee oppoled, As for the Byſhop of Burgos, Paul co- 1 lunccents 
mended heiyhly byflearned me for learning, she ſaith thatit is many. Þ.P<<ocord 
feſt byChri#ts doRtrine,that whoeſoever putreth away his wie for who' e iu Welt, a * 
redom,commiteth nor adulterye though- he marry another. Nas P1cp.”. 
tartus who was preſenr at the countell'of Trent,a Byſhopof princi« teccgnver” 
all name and price a mong them,aftirmeth as directly that awife 725 in cen 
being looled from her huſ band by death or by divorcement , is 1ib.4. 
not anadulte.refſe ifſhee marricanother. Too conclude Bellarinin pq ad 
conſeſſerh that Eraſmus, (avetan, Catharimes, Lnther, eMelanc- k fe forts 
ton Bucer (clvit,Brentms, Kemniti us Peerer Adartyr,and in a worde <> iſ abKom” 
all Lutherans 8 (lv: nifts(2s it pleaſeth thisRomanT ertullus roname **& 
vs poore i Naezerens) agree thatour Saviour doth allow-marriage atter- 
divorcement for adniteric. Howbeir- fearing much-whata deadly 
wounnde hee might g-ve his cauſe by graunting that Er:ſmius,Cartan, 198i 34.5 _ 
Catharmus three ſoe jearned man, andrwoot them ſachpillars ofthe Mohr ang 
Romiſh Chnrch'a Carpinallandan Arch byihop agree in this poynr {03 vrorelia 
with Lutherens & (alumitts:headdeth that thoſe three diftcr muchiro « rwetiquy © 
theſckertiques(meding By hertiques the7\ azaress Ifpcake of, 7,whoſe tfomis The” 
ring-leader was Pril)in as much as they ſubmutr theſclves expreſſely' A 
tothe churches iudgement.- And TURE we RE Sh hee) hath aca cle very 
£ . Z . now- 


q 


| 


gle. catholic? 


"pag hf. Of the latnfullnts of e A aritepe 
now opened her minde moſt evidently,as appearerh by the Councel 
of Trent the 24 (:!lion the 7 Canon,where all who thinkethe band of 
marriage maye be looſed for any cauſe are acurſed:therfor it feemeth 
thatthoſe threal(o,& chicfly the twolater,maſt bethought no other 
wiſe minded inthis marter,the 8all the reſt of the Catho, Divines are 
& have bene with great agreemet & colcnr, which diſpute of Bell. if it 
have (ufficic groad & ſtrength of reals Eraſ. muſt be counted acatho 
lique in al things For , in alhis writting he ſubmirterth himſelf ro the 
churches iudgemet. Thewhy doth * Bell.cal hima 1 demie Chriſtiz,8c 
enrol his nic amog ſ{e&zries & hertiques? what are the Fathers of the 
widen in-1. Coicel of Tret Demie-chriſtias,(: aries, heretiques;they are;by Bell. 
err Fatreny logique) of one mindewith Eraſmus. Moreover S.e Auſtin the cicfeſt 
es per inquit MA of Be{/.ſide in this queſtio muſt be counted ours by the ſame Togi- 
illabefst- © aye. For m he taught expreſſcly that himſelf; uu any byſhop eve S.C#- 

pria, yea provincialConc.to,ſhould yceld to the authority of a-general 
Coun. & the 6 general Con.graiincd liberty of mariage attcrdivorce- 
mer,as hath ben declar-d:wherlor if Gzzerz mult be thoughr no other 
wiſe mynded thePapilts are, becauſe that church whoſe iudgmer hed1d 
ſubmitt himſelf ro,d<fit cd ſo at Tret a good while after his death:S. 
Aftm mult be thought no otherwiſe minded the we are,becauſe our af 
{rtio was c6firmed likewiſe by a General Connc.whereto hee would 
haye ycelded.Chiefly fith of liklyhood he would have morceaſily yecl 
ded therunro,the Cazetaz to his churches becauſeu Carera theweth hee 
was ſtife in holding faſt his owne opinio,? whefor feare of charchme 
he durſt nor ſay all thathe thought;& in rhis very point, though , ſub 
mitting himſelf to the See of Roe as wel asro the church,? hecludeth 
decrees of 1 popes that make againſt him,ſo reſolut he was in it,S. A 
frer cotrariwiſe vſed very modeltly & willingly torctraR things thathe 
had writte,eve whe he lighted on oughtin an heretike that ſeemed bet 
ter & truer,& this point he thought «ſo darke intheScripturs,& hard 
to bediſcerned,that his opinion was not hard to be removed;if he had 
{ce ſtroger reaſon broght againſtit,or greatcr authoriry:Now if S Au 
ſim come over to our ide by that quirck of Bell.a band of Bellar,witr- 
neſſes is like ro come with him namly the councel of Mclevis & Afﬀri- 
que,” which he was preſcnt at,& ſwated much with:perhaps Primaſus 
alſo(were he Auflms fcholar;& Bede with a naber of Canomſts,8 {. hool 
men,who folowed moR S. Aruſtzr.But Bella.will never religne all theſe 
:Annetince- VNtO VS,tO gainethe other three from vs. For (as our Bee-hive ſaith) 
___ cajetat. 1 fen Irve not by loſſes. He muſt ſuffer therefore Eraſmus,8 (autan,& (4- 
na tharmus ſp:cially, who (beſide the = place rhat Bellyymin hath quored) 

doth ayouch the martcr in a treatiſe written purpoſely there of, more 
through 


4 


nidicio» 


uCouncil mi. 
levitcum 27, 
carthag.ſeat. 
Preftat.”. 


—__—_— 


' would baye bene + had they not died before-theConncell of Trent 


Upon. alewfull Divorce, © * Pag,6s. 
throughly & exaQly then Eraſmus or Caictaxs Bellermin I ay muſt ſuf. 
fcr them to be counted of that minde which they were ot,while chem- 

{clves lived; not<avilas it they were of thar which peradvyenture they . 


raught ſo, Vulefle hethinke ( which hee may by as good reaſon that 
whreas they were deceaſed above x.yeares yerthe Cou,ot Trent made 
that new cauon,wee ought to count them alivea!l that white, becauſe 
they did ſubmirt the(-lves to Phyſitians & would. have lieyed perhaps 
till rhen, hadarte bene able to cure difſcaſes, How much-more-agrea- 
blye ro ſ12gelnes & rruth doe Saxtu s,Conmuvias,& DomemcHs Soto ac- 
knowledge (the two tormer touching (atherme the lait for Eraſmus,all 
concerning ( wetaz )that in this queſtion of marriag- agayne aftcr di- 
vorg:m-nr tor adulteric,their doctrine is the (ame wich thoſe auncient 
Fathers whom-our yonger teachers of the xetormed churches follow, Cohan Fol 
And thu31t [ thould encerinto the compariſon of Divines on both fi- ; 
dzs: firſt,ior che nu1nber it is more the likely,that wee prevayie much, 
For all whom Bellarmm and the yamphleficr after him doe muſter 
or of the weit, I meauc whom they claims iuſtly,not who. cith-r ſay 
aganitch\m as T ermmilim , gr notwith chm as Scoras ,all thereſore 
whom ch-y mutiter to ot of the Welt,are feromu rhe Conncels of Mel 
vis and Aitfrique /nudcenrivs the firlte eAuſtinw , Pamaſins , ?ſiodore, 
Bede , the Councell of Friouli and Nantes,«Luſelmus , Rope eAlex- 
ander & fnnocentins the third, T homas Bonaventure , Durandzand other 
Scholemen, Pope Exgenus with his florentines & the Councel of Trnt 

Which though G»ar:2%. , Lombard and whomſoecyer bee might 
byll,, w:readded to them yer ours out of the Welt alone perhaps 
would match them? Whar if the North, the South; whence Bellay, ' 
harh non: ? he if eg aq mig he hath rwo - three at the moſte ; - | 
for hund-reds of ours be 1oyyed thereto ? Then for- Quallity came ! © gaude. 
the worde of God out ; tg As ? (aith'Paule to Crs oy Came, | 
to you onely? M:aning that they ought to reverence the tudgment of 0- ,_ | 
ther chriltianChurches being more the they were: bur of thoſe cheefl y 
& fir{t {as he placeth them) trom whom the Golpel came firſte. Now | 
the Go:pel came firſt. our of the Eaſt: whoſe conſcntwe havein a man | 
ner generally,and as we have the tirſtin Contrey,/ ſo inrime rhe. aun- SIRE 

hb. 


' 


cienteſt and eldett : our two-irſte Councels in Spaine,and in Frafice {;.* 
elder an hundred years then their twoin Afrique, our next farre cld- 

cr yet then their next ; and ſountothe laſte : yer, for ſeveral Farhers, 
auncient on both ſides , there are more with us inthe four or fye or ; 

ſixe formaſte ages then th:re are with them. 1 
Ofſoudncs in Doarine,of learning,of rertue, of coſtacie,of coſcur, F 


it 
: © ts 


Pu 0s Of thu lanfyllns of Marriage 
ortim3.3 ichardto you by way of com pariſon wherher excellerh other. 
Saring that fpr gentlencs and meekenes ,a ſpecial ornament of bil. 
6-gur? cg: hops,weigh both paptics go gerher,and ours furpaſle qur adverſarics. | ,, 
Kavi ac oy Crone whom the Councel of Trent accurſeth all ſuch as ſaye that 
ru" they docetrein this poynt,into which outrage n6 of ours harh broke 
aganniſt the cotrary'minded. As forother graces qf the holye Ghoſt, | To 
4 Bel com though Bellarmin, have noted ſundrie ſpotts and blemiſhes whereby 
Ci * ſomeofoursaregoyched incredir, and their authoritye is impcached | 6; 
ethid.C+ 1+ let him caſt hiseyesuppon his owne witneſſcs withour pertirbrty , and | y,, 
n te F'3©* he ſhal find thatwe have a Rowland for bis Oliver. For where he tell- $ 
eth usthat eHwbreſe did erre inyealding greater freedom to men the 
- 4 2. 4 . fir 
to women; Lutherg Bucer in graunting ſecond marriage afer divorce- 
| ,g'udlarc. C. ment for moe cayſes rhen whordb, pope Greporz the ſame for ficknes: | 
 kbid.or: (Heftinetheſame for herſie: weetel him againe that Clemens Alexand 


_rinus Athenagorss,Origen., (if heb: out of theirs) ferom. and Bede did by 
errelikwiſc in ſpeaking againſt al ſec6d marriages,& Clemens with Or- | 7.1 
59e:Lin fundric wighty poynrs of faith. Where hetelleth us thatLaf#- ,, 


antivs fe] into anumber of crrourg,as being more ſkilful in T ally then 
in the ſcriptures, we tell him againe that ſome ofthe ſcholemen were, | 
though not more ſkilfull in — in the ſcyprtures yet as vnfkilfull / 
- in the (criptures,as in Tally; & their graund-Miiſter rhe Maiſter of the 
! fentenccs1s charged by themſelves with above a ſcore of crrours. th 
Where hertelleth us that Luther varieth from him ſelfe -Melanforw pr 
&tiv. 6. an. agrecth not with him,norKomnginer with ether ofthem , becauſe Lu-] 1c 
noc,t'9- = therallaweddiyorementfor mag cauſes afterward then at the firſte, & | ;þ, 
...... eMHelarttor,thinkcth that both the divorced partics are freero mary] 4 
iSigt ſcuel * . - , 4 - | 
cad, — Kent tharghe innocet onely,wet-ll him againe that nicther dorh | 
Pope frmocentins the third2 agree with Pope eLlexauder , nor Alexander} ty, 
k Tom Icoutr with him ſelfe nor neither of chem with Arbenagoras,ſceinge eAthen-} ©; 
Meetcota* agors condemnerh ſecond marriage which the Popes allowe, though (5 
in quibus Alexander puniſhed one that bleſſed it; rmocentins checketh a decree of 
Alex, that deprived the Innocent party of his right becauſe the offen-}| 
—_ *— way dour had finned thus,orthus: Alex.wherther in this derecI know nor po 
agexccade (for jtis razed out of the Decretals)butin other extit overthwarteth} ,: 
himſelf ,ashis wordes alleaged on both parties, for Bellarmin & for us] 7; 
eClofſin d'< 10 reſteſie. So Bellarmins obieions of humaine infirmetyes and} 1, 
Tent hes WARES not withſtanding , they which are of ourfide excell in cſte-} 11, 
9 irHitax po! Marion thoſe which are of his, for diverſe circumſtaunces & reſpeRes, 
lemconc Ven And{the moſte important reſpe&e of all others) the grounde 
m_ whercuppon. ours doe buyld- theyr DoGrine, is the plaine evi- 
math.t9.y dence aud cxprefſe teſtemonyeaf our Savioure Chnite, won 4} 
ty + | whore 
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« Lipetis ful Daneres. - "Ii. & 
whord6 namely out of rhe crnſes for which hedenieth a man may pur 
away his wiſe & marrie another,Corraric wiſe the ground that our ad 
verlaries buyld on is their owne coceit,nor able ro ſtad withour violet 
wreſting, ſu relling, or corrupting of Chrifts exception the proofe 
where ot js ſcene in. three the moſt perermtone metor fs matter;& beſt 
accounted of among the /mecenvasthefixitthe.3..& Thow.of Aquin. 
Thom.in that he anſwereth that Chrits Exceptio pertainerh to the put 
ting away of the wife, % not to the tnarring ofanather;alſo Inno. the 
firlt,in that he omurteth the exceptio quite,& citeth(bryts words thus 
Whoſo prrteth away his Wife for wherdom,& marrieth another dath commt ad- 
KT, the third,in that he depraverh & altereth the.excepti6; ab- 
firming thatC. rt ſay: b\hoſo: ver putterh aWay hrs Yoife for Whardons 5: may 
rieth another doth commu adult exc: Wheſoever put 1eth a Way bis Wife for thor 
dom, A. nctable corruption by. raping outof the ſentence 8 the excep- 
rive particle hayit = force af a negative,to chage forthis point into 
an altirmarive:&/o eafily to be corrupted by the text of theScriptur ir 
{clf,thatI doubted whetheric were not the Priuters or bookewrnters er. 
_—_—_— I percexved thar althe printed copics,which Icould get the 
ſight of,did agreethere in;even the newe one ro Gre,the thirtenth con- 
ferred withall the written copies in thePopes liberarie, beſide many.6- 
ther,& cored þy, the. But offſuch buyldings ſuch muſt be the groud 
wrokes , orcqunall.vnto ſuch in.force;An vmtruth will never-cleay vnto 
the truth by other kinde of morter.inprobabillizy therefore it is to be 
preſumed thatnot only the greaterparte of the fathers but the betrer 


& 


alſo,8& they whoſe 


can not pearce ſo deepe as that which « (harper then any to edged ſwarde, 
but the wound it may geve,it gevethto his ownecauſe.Howbeit ifan 

ſhall concive otherwiſe hereot for the number & quality of the wines 
ſes,a5 ſome peradventure will & may by-reaſon of broken conieRures, 
which the variety of circumſtances yeeldeth, yet no man will ({ rtuſt) 
fare noman of modeſtye & ſence can denie,butthe may & principall 
poyntT hadd ro ſhewe, namly tha: rhe Fathers coſet not allin one for the Pa- 


pris dottrineyis ſhewed totheir ſhae, whoſe tage & confſeidce ſerved them 


toayouch.the oonerary, Wherdpes ſith ouradverſaries doe grair that 
the Fathers have not tregri gh to prove 2 point 1n qulti&vnlefſe 
they all conſet about ir: Bl,with his P cor muſt conſequently 
ain,thar their curfing Trecaſſerti6 imthis pointcanotbe proved by 
thers &fo the-ſecod itaffe which they have framed thiſelves toleave 
is like to that: broken faff of reed, Egepr,wberyporCanhtheſcriptur) 

y amen lean yt \yil os wito bis hand and pearce , 796-7} 3; RE 


andes ac furer doe maintayne our doctrine. So' 
rhe weapo which Bell,draweth out of their (heath againit vs,doth bed 
backe & turne thep&\ynt againſt himſclf:and the wound it may geve,it” 


7Queiiqne df 
miſſerit vxors 
ſuam obforgi 
Cationem. 
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T he Conceits of reaſon, mrged laſt againſt ns are enerſghtepr oceeding fro 
darkenes not fron. loht aud Reaſor:; it ſelfe defpelling the Mi of Popiſhpro- 
porno pul ep Pf 


| OO ADYG AFR ; k 
e third and1aſt obie&ion,whereuppon the Icſuit & his ſchollar 
 ſtand,is conceit of reaſon : devidedinto five brafiches as it were, 
or Rivers iſſuing from on ſpring. The warer wherof how unlike it js 

.1-* © tathewaterof Sdoith,and Georg of that puddle of which the Roma 
Mots deputy Gale did draw'whemhaving tinderrake to do according to' rea 
| ſont heſpake prophanely of Religion,and ſuffered oneto be wrongful 
ly vexed for regardingit, as if todoe juſtice in'that caſe-were agair ſte 

| Arvomens FEAOTIeave itto beindged & conſidered by them who {aye that our 
orarone pj. ICAſON is naturally darke,and leadeth her wiſemen info ſortiſh foflics, 
ticam, neithercandifcern the things which are of God til ic be Hghteed with 
his ſpirite. For althongh the Papiſts have ſome glirfiſe of light and ſee 

morethen the Heathes,as the pharefies did whoſe words(I am afride) 


ſecne fowly in mayargumersgrounded upon reſdn,ſd'the papiſts may 

bee:Andr thi norondy Coy be overſeene, but ate in t reaſeinby 

which their puddle-water hath yealded r6'Bell. ceaſternsin this porhe 

the beames of reaſon lightned from above ſhall open/and diſcrie ; letr 

ſuth as love notdarkenes more thin light bee indges. For he reaſon 

erh firſt thus !''T he e Marriage of the faubfid is a ſigne of Chriſts conmuntt-. 

ior with the (hurchas S. Paul teacheth. Bier rhe amiaiion. & indzfſol 

| bible ud Cant be leoſed, T be band: of e Aſarriqge u therefore indeſſoluble too; 

' As ifa rebell ſhold ſay; The oy A repro dr Ao, IL WAX 

prſembleth rhe conuerflion. of Chit with th: (Cxerch as $. Pall teachth. Bur 

F* Chraft and the Church car. never be parted, therefore rhe head may never bet 

'Cxt fron the body. A happy conclukion for traitors, iFit wererrue. But 

| ifitbe falfewhere then is Bdllarin reaſon? which wil takothe prearer 

overthrow by this becauſe looke howChriſt is the head of rh:Chutch,' 

{emblably the huſbands the wiveshead:So' that notwithſtiding the 

fimilrud of Chriſts head(hip, the foint wherby a traitors heade is hnit 

. to his body.may fe:je the ax of iuſtice, as Bell, will gratit ; the mirri.” 

Y age band t coupterha 'man'to anadukerous wife may beTooſed by 
the likereaſon, notwithſtanding marriageis a ſigne of Chriſts conin 

tion with the Church, Andif this fuftice not ro'make him acknow: 

kedge the loofneg and fondnes of his Sophiſticali ſylogiſmnis'[sr him 

ebſcryElarder that theſeperarion which heat n{lyes allow in«cafe of at 


dultery 


Wo. - av | 4. 4 > 


they will uſe likewiſe : re ywee alſo blnde ? yet as the pharefies were over - | 


_ 
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'Bur he Fho can notor wilnot renderſuch kindnes for ſuch ankind- 


'< 4 LenfalFL \ | F409 770 | 
dultcry is condemned by ir. ForChriſt doth continue with his church Pellardema _* 
alway,& cheriſherh her tor cyer with his ſpirit of comfort, & isſofarre Car,:4.ziug 
from diſpoylinge her, ot her. owng wealth, it the had any, that of his 
giftes & graces ſtill be leaverli with her, -, Now the papilts teach that 
a man may lawutuly with drawe himiclf trom ever dwcllinge with his 
wite,and trom ycalding huſband-like love & duty to her,yea may (till 
withould her qwnedowery trom herit ſhe be an adultereſle, ; Which 
dogtine how <ould Bell, cleanſe from ſtaine of crrour,ii ſome whoore 
.ot Rome ſhould touch with this reaſon, T he marriage of the fairhfnl is 
aſigne ef Chriits conwnttion., withthe Chirch, as Paul tcacheth but ( Ins? xC.mmuciia, 
doth ſtu aſſitt releve, & enrich the (burch with bu graces : thrreſore mudt the 5.41 
huſband dwelt with bu Wife C+ finde ber maintenance & wealth .Woulde 
he fay the Councel of Treat accuſerh al who make ſuch lefuirical filo- 
gilazes &tophilines again! thin acr=d canon, Cerrainely the harlors 
reaſon mult be good ublede thic Ie uits.Be naught. Burt he goeth 0u- 
waard and addcth that albert ſome partesof the church, te. weet the faith. 
ful folke doe commuſprrutual whoredem.noW and then, and make 4 dv orcem e 
ent yet is nos lavefulfay them. to change their God. What a ſpeachis this ? As 
who wauld ſay, our Saviour ont deſerve at our hands that we ſhould 
forlake him,and gerourſclvesa newe bridgrom..Neither deth.God caſte 
then. fot away ( faith Bcllarmin):hat he Wil rice be reconciled nay he doth ex 
hort to reconcelemeit ſtil ftil? To whom then (ware he,they ſhould nat enter 
wto bis reſt? \What were they whoſe carkeiſes fel in the wildernes? whece 
c..me the ma of God who wiled the that comit Idolatrey to be flaine ? 
whcre lived the prophet who lates T how deftiroyeſt al thens that goe a whor 
ing from. thee: The] Cretirs whom God did ſhut ont of the premiſede 
2ude,of whom he tooke many thouſands away by ſundry plagues,to - 
who the law ſpeakech as bciug under the lawe, did they not profefſe 
that faith & uſe thoſ Sacramets which al that doc are faithfull folke & 
partes of the Chirch in Bell. phrale & meaning ? Igrait tharGod of- 
tereth to be re-onciled ſome timesro ſuch offendors, & waiteth in mer 
cie long for their amedement. Which if it he apattern for us to follow 
herin,I lay,it it be, for God gave time ofreperace to foab a wilftilmur 
derer ,who the magiſtrar ſhold have put to death preſently:God gave 
time of repenrice to Idolatrous wives of the ewes, who their h $ 
ought not to have ſpared(o:ifthereforeGods actio herein be ſet done 
for our imitatis,the man that can coteine,& be without a wife,asGod_ 
withour our ſervice, may like wiſc in m«rcic waitefor her repentance & 
when he perceiveth itro be be unfained,take het againe tobe his wie. ” 


ues and wickednes , may in juſtice alſoe put her ſoe away that noe 
place or hope of reconailement bee left - , as Belbarngd _ 
, | - on 
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' toprophane diſpiſers of his grace & breakers ofhis coyenanr place of 
repentice & recon:iliztion : Nay hemay in infticeablotntely denyeir 
them,& oftentyms doth as the examples of (xm of Eſan,0fCorah, Dar 
ha# and eAbiray,of Jimri,ot « Acax,,0feAwanias & Saphira,"of infinijr 
other, that have cither preſently dyed in their ſinnes, or had ſentence 
of death pronounced frrovocabl gn. = argue. wherfor wh& 
Bell, chcluderh rhis ref6 with ſayin that $. Aujtyrv Ao gels 

Be bone con- 15 buOk Of theGood of marriagzhedealerh asCooks do rn lar — wr 

jag cap.7.15 Meare togive thata reliſh which ofit{lf woul be vnſavoury, gh 

erEfor the lard to perhaps it agreeth ot half ſo wel herwith,as this [- 

Doodaneces talis cook would haye vs think it doth, For why did notS, Auſtin 

ium, the ſame likewiſein hisbookes of adulterous marriageewritts after- 

Kenovie. ward & purpoſely maintainingrhisPbint againſt Poltiwwho gainfs- 

ied him1n it?was it becan(c hefaw thar he had vrged ir more - then it 

would bear wel?or that he perccived it wonld nothould againſt an ad 

ba turwans h wirhout an advcrfaric it were a pretic allufio? At leaſt 

whatiocver medeem of the lard, the meat is pn queiiNe:s ſuch 

that the cook becoret tocare thedrieft morſelot it, yet multhe needs 
pom__ it hathnotraſt,notas much as th white of an egg hath. 

orhimſelf faith rhatmarriag berokeneth&ſignificth Chriſt conindai 

on with the faxthful ſoule,as T homas & the Pope reach. But Chriſt; commune 

bronscentif tio with the forge foule is not mmarfoluble as him felfalſo faith;the band of 

Cf rumentra Marriage ther (by his owne conſequece)may be diſſolved & looſed, 

cls A nexriarha prom the of ſpring ſhould b 
exris Prolee, encxtis that if other ave were the of-ſprs e rmmurs 
| | ed-for the childri borne alrcady((ai eyes a Links Lyyar 
beow te have a ſlepfather ns of a fathty a ſtepmother m ſteed of a mother, 
her hence the concluli6 ſecrerly inferred,to weet that other marriage 
hee Fog lawfil,would very wel folow if his formoſt ground & pe 
politi6 werr true,that the childr7 ſhould be iniured therby. For itis not law 
tul to deale iniuriouſly with any he that, doth wrong ſhal recerve for «But 
how provethZBel.thar they ſhould beiniuried?hisreaſornſueth fir 
ſhould be evilprowided for what?ch-rfor?IsGodvniultthe,whoby rakin 
mE out of this preſct lite, doth leave their wives widowes;& their chit- 
dren fatherleſſ:both often deſbtute of help?Godfirbid(ſaith the Apoſt 
le)els how ſhall God indg the world? Bur the childeren (hold beendama 
ed therby,& that perhaps wilBell,(ay washis meaing,wel;the yſhold 
Dccndamaged &evil provided for, Why? Becauſe they ſrolo havy a ſtep fi- 
ther in ſteed of a father or [tep-mother in... ſteed of a mother. Then' belike the 
braiihes cnt of theOlrutre Which Was wild by naturecs graffed corrari tonature 
" | : 


—_ 


reaſoninthls ſimilitude reachoth, For Godis noe bound to give vii 
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'agardenar aſked why the hearbs which. he ſet or ſowed doe growe & 
ſhoot up ſoflowly,where weeds which the earth brought forth of hex 
owneaccordencrealſcd a pace,ef/op laid that it was becauſe the carth 
is the weeds mother, and the Neprvs ary ig tes : ſd rhe wild Ove 
rrce was the morher that broiight forth Tach brauches : the right Oli 
vc tree whereinto they were graffed,isrheir ſteſtmother, S,Paud, who 
thoughtir better forvs of the GFtiles ro be graffed fo, thEto :orinue 
as we were the childre of wrath by nature: declateth thar a Chriſtia whoſe 
wife being aninfidel,an nnbeleyer,forfaketh him,is free to marry an- 
other. Which c6lidering that he had ancie roche holly ſeede,th-ir offfpr 
ing alſo)what letteth himro have done with this perſwaſion, that the 
children ſhotd receive more good & bene fit by a belceving ſtep-mo- 
ther then by an abelecviug mother.Doubtleſſe his care of having the 
brought up in godlines,a thing that godly mothers do furder verye 
muche, and uagodely hinder, is, argucat agncement that hee was 
ofthis minde* And the ſouneof (atehlynwe , whom that adulterous 
wretch his father murdered ro compaſſe the more eaſily the liking of a 
woman whom he lulſted after, hath left ſnfficient prootes thar ſom ha- 
ving fathersare no better looked ro for things of this lite neitheBrhe 
they ſhould of liklyhood,if in ſteed therof they had ſtepfathers, Wher 
for ſith expericce varificth the ſame in mEwhich in woeme, that wheu 
they have mad: ſhipwracke of rheir chaſtity , they wil not ſticke at any - 
wickednes:the argumetrhar childre ſhold be cndamaged & cvil provi 
ded for, becauſein Reed of adulterours fathers or mothers, they ſhould 
have ſtepfathers,ſtepmothers,chaſt,& honeſt,is worſe provided for b 
Bell,thf he thought. Bur ſuppoſe ir were good, 8 proved that the chil. 
ren thoulg be bo yew how O_ ang mea T hec inldr# 
ſbold be _— y marrias another e:therefore the marriage is not lawful? 
"ag by this rea 9 began hulband forſaken by his” wife bcing an 
vnbelcvcr,may not take aMiother if he had children by the former. Nay- 
no wife or hulþid having any children may rates turn marry again 
eirher of them after the others death. And in deede 


ſhed, And Mo, Aitonivs,an Emperourof Rome, becauſe he was loath 
to wedd a ſtep-motherto his children his wife being dead, kept a con 
cubine. And $.erom (peaking as theCarharilts did, againſt ſccond ma- 
riage, doth by deteſtation of a ſtepfarher difſuad awidowe from it. 
Buat:the Papiſts hold eably to Scripturerhat themanisathberty 
to triarry in the Lord afrer the womans death , the woman after the = 
mians:yea in liferyme alſo,ifcithcr of them being an infidel & vnbelce 
ver forſake the other beinga Chrifttam,And Bel.acknowledgeth oo 
: ; cy 
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#& eight ove trecare evil provided for & endaaped byit,For as when 


of | 'alaw that Cha- 6 adulrerorh 
' rondas made for his Thurian Cityzens,the men who did fo were puni- 


. g as 


they hold both theſe poynts, & oughtto hold them Bel. Fi. 
doe well to acknow El that his Hep eeakcn , ehichopp oy h both 
theſe poynts of fonud doRtrine,ſavourerh of hacrelie, neirh 


more for him againſt ys,then tor the Cathariſts the Catholi- | * 
que Fathers. Wherewith he miy confeſſe ro that aol Sap ng Me 
L-ADL X 


* broſe in affirming this to behis reaſon: &'xvouthinig himto fa 
the Father ought te pards the Mothers fault for che children ke. For ory p. 
\vimiticuro Dlaming theman,whopureth away his wife withourcryme,and mar- | 
r&quaſijuefi rieth another,anadulterefle by ſo marryini ;miſlykerh that the childs 
ze crini®*: ſhould have ſuch a ſtepmother having ſucka mother vnder who the 
might be, And ifthe mother, being pur away ſo,tookanother huſbad, 
who inthis caſe were an adulterer;S. Ambr wiſhcth'the childrento be 
vnder their father,not vnderſuch a ſtep-father, And if the Fath:r ca- | 7"* 
ſting out his wife ſo,caſt ourhis clnldre with her:S. Amb, Faith the Chil gel 
dren ſhould rarher purchaſe patdomfor their mothers Aulc at their fa | P*2 
thers hands,then bee caſt our for her ſake” Wherif hee doth no more ſuch 
faye that the father ought ro pard6 the mothers /aduitery for the chul- adly 
drens ſake;rhen Abrehawfaid that God ought ro forgire the Sodomi. || 1 
res abhomination for Zors ſake, when he ſaid that the wicked ſhould | 
rather be ſparcd for therighteous, them the righteous ould be: de- | PY 
ſtrojed with the wicked. Bur here peradventure the Pamphleterwill $ 1s 
reply that al though Bel.author & argumer(as Himſelf obſerved,wko 
there vpon cutBell.Chorrer)prove nothis intentro weete that another alca: 
marriages ynlawful:yet they prove ſuch marriage to be Incon ycuicyr guet 
in reſpe&of rhe childeren,to whom there tiſerh hart & diſcomodi 
by it, For anſwer whervnto & to the likereaſos drawen by bin & Bell. thei 
from other inconveniences,7 thingsare ro be noted: al ſuch as our ad | ©? 
_—_— _ yerſaries themſelves muſt needs yeeld ro,& yeelding therevhfo ſhalſer bys, 
c.gandemae, on fire their owne chafte. The firit tharthe man whoſe wife is an adul- 
oe Aa tereſſ=:may pur her ablolutly away,for al his lityme: nor is ever bod {cron 
ro let her dwelwith him again,no notthough ſhe repent. Which point recty 
—_ ptainly implied in our avioursanſwerto'the Kariſes, Bel.avou- | 99 
cheth and maintainerh thence:agreably to the doin of his chicfeft | "***! 
guids the Pops & Thom,of Aquine. The fec6ndrhar if thewoman c6 
tinuein her wickednes,withont repenrance'& arnendement,theman I 915 7 
is by duty bound topur her away.S. Afar.reporeeth,of the bleſſed vir- | 29Nt 
gin,thar when ſhe was found to be with child of the holy Gho#t before her huſ. (© 
and foſeph & ſhe cane rogether,foſeph being a inſt man, nor willing to maks | < lg 
' her a publicke example p45 minded to put her :nray ſecretly. Of which words Arcas 
"ifjporring thar juſtice mov: him to pur her away, goodwill ro U6eir [24 it 
; ages t ſeemeth tofollow, that ſxch awoman as 7oſcpb mildeemea JÞrine 
Fh:rto be,to weer anadulrereſſe,cinotbe kept without finne, whether ning1 
* ©  fkerepentor no: And Cornelius forſenins aleatned buſhop of thePapiſts |©5/ 
| | _Faun- 
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| Hermes booke, yet, may think it likly that theCoacel &Pope approved 
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of theProv.albeit not expreſſed out ofthe Hebrue Fountaine, but 2d 
dcd by the Seventic Interpreters, or other, perhaps toſhew that Salo. 
commending a wife,did meanea chaſt wife in their Indgment,but ad 
ded in theGreeke, & thence tranſlaredalſo into the comme Latin edi 
tion called;S.erems,foc that ir goet for Scripture with Papilts by their 
TrentCauonithis ſenrence Tſay,& the Canons of the Fathers thatvr- 
ge it mndiSin&tly againſt whoſoever kepeth an adultereſſe, whether re- 
pentantor vnrepenitatt,inlike ſorte as the Civill Law condemned all 
ſuch,theCanonifts &Schoolmediltinguilh & expound of ſuch 35 kepe 
adulterefles, which doe nor repent & amend their lives, Now eTAUR- 
ting thata man'may kepe anadulterefſe in marrimony ifſhee repent, 
or being divorced from or nay take her again:yet(which is the third 
point)he may not doe 1t often leaſt impunitie encreaſe inequitic. And 
thisis ; on by the ſame pillars of the Church of Rome, the Cano 
iſts & Schoolemen, Hermes out of whom the Maiſter of the ſentences 
al h &avoncherh it, meant (as his reaſon broughtto prove it ar- 
gueth)that the man'may take herſo ane but once, Which docriu- 
the Papiſts ci makeCanonicall Trleey iſt, vnleſſe Stapleron lie, who ſaith 
e 


their Catholique Church atthis pfti 
by, Pads ſchollar,not only cited mich burcommend:d to by many 
& moſt eincien Packers Clelione,Jovens Origen, Athanafius, Euſebixs C5 
7crom Ar leaſt the chicfelt part of the Cafi&nLaw compiled by the dij- 
re&ion and ratified by the arithority of Pope rigor) theningh, ſetting 
downe the vcrie ſame out of a Councel that Peter Lombard out of Her 
mes:the Papiſts though they will not(Itrow)be of Srapletons minde for 


his meaning in.this point. Chiefy fith Parormitan,the Aauer of theCa 


nontſts having notedon it thatone offending ofrzn muſt pot be par- + 
ied doe bee example,citzthap cxcelert proof bis 
ight tberptalawe otwort hy Emperors YVlentinienys,T heodofins,co ©" 


doned;, becauſe ſnmes 


& li 

Arcadineb grating a generall pardon for ſmaler treſpaſſes, $xten, 
ded it to n6 comirred oftner thEon.ce;acediitigluch vaworthy,of their 
Princiliefavour,as grew by thcir former forgivencf{e roacuſtom of lin 
ning rather the to amendemet. But whether thePapifis will tadge thoſe 
Chriftian Emeperours w bays bene toſtrickt,& faie = adult:ric deſer- 


K 4 yeth pardon 


dTeflament. Hut in the ew. 
eſtament, he faith, if ſhe repent ſhe may bee kepr with out ſinne:ack-.. 
nowledging that ſhe may not in the new Teſt.neith cr vnleſſſhe reper, 
Whervnto the Canoniſts and Schoolemen doe accord; expounding a 
ſcnrence cited by many Farhers ont of the Prav,of Salo, He that keeperh tewpr. 
an adutrertfie ts « funle 5-4 Wicked maza (entence found intheGreeke text; 


Feſent may add to the Catalogue of czea fium 
'| CanonicallScriprures that book of Hewes, writtein theApoſtels tym. - 


phus diſt.15 
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"IT los of HA arriave. 
om fi then lef 's os vithy 3 
b” nt. ſcien GPL on Snares Your: cad, 
+ Authenenili- yy. ne out of theirpardon,& willed itto be puniſhed even t hetarſt; 
; Tix Quia yer x : The papilts doe ageee that a huſband muſt nor forgeye irto his 
plugm colts wife often. The fourththing to be noted is,that a woman being, pur a 
' ',  wayeſo,dothlooſc het dowrytoo by lawe.. Which puniſhmera4God 
hath threathed by his law to men thatgoe awhorcing fro him, thogh 
they haye notany dowry of their owne neither, but ot his gift: ſo. the 
Civil law hath inflicted1t on adultersus wiyes,& the Carionlaw in loo 
{ertimes alſo. The fifth,thatmany perſons miſtake the. help prepared 
of God ,and marry ordoe worſe: cofideting that ſome caor-careine,. 
as Pope Gregory noteth touching meh S;e Ambroſe touching wamen,- 
the (criptute tonching both; ſome, though they could perhaps, yet 
tho ld hrur their bodies with ickues, & if they did,as philique & phy- 
lolophic teach;ſome though neither chaſtity nor,health enforce = 
ro marrie, yet need it for their ſtate of living, as Downucus Sore doth. 
prove by cettaine poore hulband-men 8& labourzrs, The fixth, thac if, 
amandie & haue no ſone,his jnherati.c ought to comers his daugh. 
ter by the lawe of e Moſes & it he have no. daughter,it ought.tq come 
to his brethere,& ſo fourth to the next kinſma of his famely, Vanto; 


OS 


which ordinance - the lwwes of al wel ordred ſtars & comon vealager q 
c lea. 


though in certaine circiſtices defſeret,yet in ſupRace ſurable, 
venth, that it is ſuridry waies incomodius for achild to bealawfuly be 
gotren(as we tearme it)baſe-borne becauſe both the ignoeny.thereo | 
is a blemiſh &.that blemiſh breedeth baſnes of courges & baſtards are 
not breght up ſo wel by their Parents as lawful childt<n uſeto be:nci- 
Cvriſoſo. in ther are they privelegedalike; & peferred to place pfpublique govern. 
kow'2y, Ment, orBenefre ofinherirace by lawes divine or humaine, And theſe 
things being weighed wel Gy mar BLLrcaſocoreced bythe paphlet. 
ter needeth a new coreRigz & if1ncournicces mightdecide our queſt. 
jon which they canot doe for mery thergs ave lawful that are not expedite 
butifthey mihhtdeadir, they would {waie with us rather the againſt 
us. Forin caſe the man, burning with jelole &rage which is ex. 10g 
fall in this kinde of iniury or the woman being (as adulrerefſes como 
ly are)wicked, impius,oncenanght & alwales naught, hee wil not or 
may not.keepe ovtake her againe,the childge nuſſing her,are deſtitute 
L.Cenent ©: ofja mothertolookeratheredacation... 
Decutionibus. And thenit were berterfor them that their Father tgoke-aſeconde 
wife to breng the up,as*Pleg thaught, Wherinanother.man. might. 
havethe like facceile rhas.Porie(a gentem3- of Macedoia) hadwhoſle: 
former wixeschildde were brought upas.carfuly.by Jeng 
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2ogh [5 ery: ſeyeryric 1 Sloan the ſame as onewho ſayde he 
& Fea mg hapriarcap eld ther, another who found like fault with 
ny i els b7 thei es hemſtlves from tricks of 
<6 unthaſs oY ſhew by their exiples,Hereis a farder helptoforthe chil | 
ANEs, .dreng bcnefite, that cheirfather having their mothers whole dowry be 
ne Ade arionns arieſly meas wear by 3 \- due more forthem 
» Ft - rywileat cannot live nnd youna 
A be ern Reg ah E the der va ſtill or a koerarying 
"I ro pn apho arts: ands 7 lift c 
wr @*O her lover,as plead, to $ ons ſherake gifts tif Re _——— 
_= wards ofhiny,to walt al in riot,as the whores of Cerrilims cont. dracic 
Eh -Morcoveraw that can have no ſonnes, but dafightecrs on! ly 
Rix by hex pond opt veſorigesby another man ,as Hippecrares ſhe 
Ana weth,Which ifthe hex tover the da rs to who 
2 Gin hranc ol come ae et batardsreſi ſhe have bur 
yonger {onnes c ned tobelawfal 
Ein chic ant the lawful childre offo much as rhefclves get. TheCt:c 
a= RH hee beg other birds neſts;& the eggs ſhee firdeth of 
wty as Art. writeth; or,asPline fayth the birds thar . 
ts pr WIA: ket vx. s & theCnckows when both theite 
hoſe yongareþred vp,liketh xo Cuckows bird better then ther owne,and 
org ſaffereth ther tobe devo Nang oo —_ in her owneſight, A tcarmein 
ſt reproh drawn many from th: Cnckows name tono- 
"| © their: erſte fuer rit (wi lingly)diſhouefty whoreceive 0 
25 | THEraacn io. ds & folter yp their children, may bee a ſufhi- 
pin clentielonihe A pv whatconſort & benefit his childreare to looke [ef tire 
wal, fapruno ut wer tofcede & overſeethem. Beſide to omitr »< in leo | 
vp where by his cbildren alſo may bee diſcouraged "on. 
Ro Gal becounteda bawdvnro his wite,& muſt (by a 
——_— eſcaven dubliquepenance,8 bee 
in| that outalthatwhile from the comunion,yea want the con'ort th: r- 
Sohe ofevenat hisdcath to9;{by another Co.)it he be ofthe argi ,ar.d 
ugh howertice chooſe bur liveſtil).in feare& anguiſhof minde, lc3ft hee 
_ addidrpadkenne ſexo Lair ey murder toadaltery :-I mcane leaſt (hee 
poi | ſervehin a9 on as Lina did-Druſus 38 Ar 
T efrdendid "her hulhand?or if toavoyd theſe grifes of ſhame & daun. 
4 kerquize.amay andrefolee neyer t00 come againe inhouſe 
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| children were. con ourwith manyas with bd... he 
POP ore; d viage ar their[tep*morhers hands, 
W ire whether it may notrurnets thir more good: * ” Chicfly 


fith the tender indeloncE; ofParerits doth nouriſh 
| want 
inthe ſonnes of Eb,ambition in Ado ,tranſgreſſj ons i « ſenſe, 
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= of body ſubic& to cerrcin fickneſies pr by Facet 

zmingburnig him withourremed Rug do cl 

medicsgfwhors or worſe, Further more his on ,the 2dulterous mo- 
ther, may be the boulder ro Hang eld returne as the dog to bit vornitt, 
+ the ſow Waſhed to wallawing in thee know her, huſband <aper 
wat a wife,& mult have = GT. nonech Þ perhaps Hoved Hargeht 
lewoman otRome to be themore whotn het h 

found plaingrhein-eſtu6us TREE hey Bp vr Bic law:after a 
ſhe had her huſband bound by oth thathe would fiever ſeperate & di 


YOrce her frohi,forto be 


ed with ſuchnecellicic ſhould ſe : yn 
by. making/her away: La) WAS a ing Go ad; Jews by. 
qut by himforher adulter eft{0nys reconciled 160 when ſhee offeh 
ded againe,divorced Gam fg) an EcelelalticalTac athis ſaireg 

& (huctinroamo 2 rig haſh ang ſaying after hathe loved” 
her,& rhat he a greed | YOECemt Ire thathe fnight 
be recaciltd to her,& they - rok ccordmerothe Civil 5p 


evaras(as famous amanfarſkilin zpiſts,as 
Bel.for Divinity(being aſked his indgmet RGA be done herin 
made anſwer,rhat the wife dirorcedin ſuch ſort,is nofbonnd toretur 
nz againe unto her haſband, Hh the huſb5ds ſpeech of his afſecti- 
on muſt not beeaſily be becauſc he ir ro theintentrs 
allurc hertherby to dwell with him , thar hee niayfleaorpoylen her, 
through deſire of marryinganotherwite,afterher death.” Of which 
thing(laith Navars)there may ſuſpicion & conicure riſe of the circh 
Rances of her offece;& his ſuite: chiefly In a man of theSpaniſh m_— | 
which is more inclined ro bear (malloye rotheir wivs'yea be 
then to be reconciledto then being adulterefſes, ſpecially afterr 
ayi: gorpoyſoning,as this man who Lnew the{himſclfa Spanyard) 
w arid rs an Iralian Marquis who put to death his wiferaken in 
adultery & marricd another declareth rhar not only Spayards wil ad 
venture co make their wives away if finding then-ynchaſt , they muſt 
have ſome & would have berct, Figally ifthe wife norable ro have any 
children by her huſband, have ſome by an adukerer(for this papget CO- 
metopaſſealſo)the bretheren ,or the next of kinne rothe huſband, 


ſhal looſe his inheritance: & that which they ought toenioy! = #: 


the adulterous ſe:de will intercept & purloine, Tet pens 


harmes and difcommoditis which by ſuch infquitics of private pay” {0 
| Joaywine likelyto toa 


crrew tothe COMMON weale. 
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ang hin to danh le tt» 


| co.ma another,And why may fit ſhe 
live too in perruall heavineſle & fe By YI | 5 chayit- 


frft > I 
Thane: .Now thoughSpanyards chicfly beproneto worke :fuch feats of ' 
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one;eventhoſe alrexdie bornewhom Bl; exprefſely mentlongth & 
nameth:the hardnes of afepfarher or ſtepmother lighting on the by 
rhe ſecond marriage,cannor counterpeiſethe lofſe in educario, wealth, 
inheritance, honour, which an 2dulrcrous pareur bringeth, Beſide that 
the children to be borne afteward (as Bel, by naming thoſe already 
borne ſeemerh-roconfeſſe) ſhontd beevil provided for: whoſe baſcnes 
of birth and diſtommodities following it Proceeded from reſtraint of + 
maring again after divorcemtt for adultery. Wherfore it we put with 

all in our ballance the detriments & harmes , that grow to the father, 
the mother, the brethren and kinfmen of the farher I might lay tO the; 
common weale ro0: the balance of our adverſaries wilbe tilted vp ſoc 
high by;che weighr of onrs;as if it were lighter then vanity it {clſc. 
Andthas by the way of weaknes of Bell.third & fourth reaſons is de 
ſcryed 8& daunted, The third that if the marriage wee treat of were lawful,a 
gappwould be opened to infinit drvorcemits,yea wrongful & viſt The fourth 
thatsf the wrocent patty may marry,the nocen alſo may,who then. ſhould gaine' 


by hus ſame Gs many world (ine © that they might marry others, For iplatinate 
as one of the wiſeſt, and beſt learnedPopes Pixs the - aid,qhat marriage ix pont it 


was taken atuay from Prieſts for great cauſe, but ought to be reſtored to them 
greater:{0 = ainditious & difcrete Papiſt Copofii theſe reaſons of 
Bell.to be ſound, ſaythat marriage after deyorcemet tor Adulterie was 
takEaway from men vppon many & goodconfiderations: but ought 
tobe reltoredvntothem again vpon more & better. Howbeit I muſt 
add thervnto thatal though his reaſons be confuted ſnfficiently with 
this ſuppoſall,lett them be tried alſo by the rules of rags it wil ap 
peare they are a great deale ſounder in thew then in decde.For the d1- 
voxcemenr oof an adultereſſe from her husband is puniſhment of her 
ſinn-as hanging with vs'is a priſhmet of theeves,of curpurſes,& bar 


J ning through the care of rogues. So that Bell. reaſon concluding the 


marriage inqueſtion to be vnlawtul,becanſe a gap would be opened 


- [ro infinire divorcemets,islikeas if alibertine or vagabond ſhould ſay, 


tharit is vnlawful forTIudges ro do iaſtice on rogues,theeves, & cut- 


Lad 
nuft 
any 
cO- 


4» rongfullic? Orrf Zeller. graunt,tharal though ſoimeſitting to iudge 


ery Bocce ding to thelaw;, doc manifelt wrong to nilclefle men , LDT. 
comqural'd thee Magifrate. 
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urnings through theeares, But ſome meu(fayth Bell.)would ſowe de 
bates,pick quarels,deviſefaulle accuſations againſt their wives being 


Jphemer then bee purto death becauſe many thouſands of innoceric 
ſors,yea innocecie ir ſelf, have bene acculcd falſely,& part to death 
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pepſin would be opened agap to infinitie hangings,  ERNNGS 


uarfiac. 
iſe dnxerit, 


exirta deadule 


innocent:& ſoa gap would be opened to wrongfull divorcemets,not Hottiens ſum 
todivorcements only, What?mult no offen dor;,no traytour, no blaſ- &24vV.5. 
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hoſe overſight 
y-roexcuſlc it-by 
as on ſaid wel the by 


ou 
hazard,yer lefle orhoperil 
nes or hcfelie,& thechurch 
then for the nocent: he mi 
; ynpartial eye haye ſcene thatthe church ould by-the ſame-reafon al». 
lowe rhe innocent to marrie-at lealt.chatS,feroms creditteannorprem 
dice vs mote in the one pornt the him inthe other.ELruets that (1 can- 
not denie)which he addeth true,molttrac& certaine;that theB offer > 
dours ſhould gaine by their ſinne, if they might alſo marric,, as well as 
Commodum the innacet,They ſhould gaine in deede. But as Der faid venta; NVabrch. - 
= —_— the dreame be to te thar bate the & the s1terpretatrontherof to thre onenues: 
voter dan $16 In like ſort may I ſhy this ping be 204heemenrycs of God 05: of husChnercb. For « | 
adulv-rers & alc Gefen doe gaine;ſirſt,diſhonefty,defilingtherr bo. - 
dics & ſoules with an heynoys & deteſtable crime.Thenhardely fcape - 
th:y,but they gaine beggary to:the ma it he be a INIEnY 
all commonly as the prodigal child did;the woman loſing her dowry. - 
Befide they gaine intamy ;a gaiue of greater value them: beggarry by 
mu -h:for a g 0d name 5 to bechoſexrabove great ricbes-Lait of al they gaine 
the heavi* wrath of God,& his uſt veigenanceitney loſethe inhierrac © + 
ot rhe kingdo of Heavcn,& purchaſe to themſclvesthechaines of dat© - 
knes for ever Lucretia a matrone of Rome in tyime of paganiſme, ha- 
ving ſuftered violence of Sexexs T arguimrs when bet huſbad being ſent; 
_ ge vnto oy Ars alke her 1s all may quoththe;fox —_— 
Welgwi tr 4waman rr Chaſtity beang loſt? yethe itt berter rutigemErmight - 
have prevatied with Aug 67am, þ he chaſtiry: ber body being bs | 
acfiled by force, hey mind vridefiled. But now a Chriſtian man, it yer a 
Chriſtian;furea Icfuir,the chicſeſt juſtrudter ofthe youth-ofRomeand «| 
7L.verria no of the Romaniſts throughal Chrittends;doth majurteynin prinerhar- 
marine  Lacretia ,, nor the Ifpake of burſuch a Lucreriaas the pope: ter / 
difia (you- WS having loſt not onely chaſtery buralſo-weatth., good mame Gods | 
; Sont>. favonr.thepromile both ofthis life & the lif> ro come, yer if being pur: + 
away fromyher huſband ſhe may+ake anothcr hath gamed by herlof- + 
ks;bo aufe (k: may be married toher T arquanmis,8 match a gracelefle 
whore witha a funk belk ft 15 945 200g 


. put away by her huſbid becauſe ſks was harin,& 
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Asfor the laft of Bell,poines of inconveniencethar many would 

comit adulreric of purpoſe ro the.intent of being ſet free iro theirfor.. 

mer wives,they. might maric others:irmay be ſane would, & i haves + + 

read ofa womanthat had a defiteto'be beaten of her haſband-whicty 

ſhe touud means al{o(as ſhewas wittie)to obtein,in ſo much that thee, 

put it oft ig praciiſeztil having cruely bearE her at length he kilted her 

The man who of purpoſe roger anew: wife would: cowmit adulterie, : 

ſ{hould deſlire more {trips then that woman: meant, 8& dre adeathin- - 

__ moregrevous then ſhe did. But if as wile aimolt as ſhe was gjigjs mund 

ſhouldlong atter ſcourges : mult they who deſcrv by lawe to be whip commeuar = 

ped be denicd it , becauſe afoole deſired it without deſert 2*The Rong 1m Muko 

as had an-auncient law that whoſoever didamyan injury, fhould by - 

way-of purthmer paic about thilling.There was a lewd loſel;a:ybrhly 

harcbrinedRuftian, who having wealth enough at wil & taking a:d6- - 

{ire in giving honeſt men boxes on the cares, would walkeup & dowr: : ; 

with a purſe falt of an TY his Javearredingan himdid carry - 7 

&givingan a boxe would bid his fave geve him a ſhilknge , avorhey 

boxe & aihilling. What was int this caſe to-be done for ?If Ball; - 

had lived there 8 bene of the counſaye to the ſtate, wee ſee-theadviſe 

2-would gcve:namly char the amercimet ſhoid be take away becaufe 

ſome would doc men iniuric of pupoſeto fulfil theis luſts with paing 

ota (hilliogor two. But the Romaine govertourstokecorrary order, 

taencreaſe-theamercement,according to the diſcretion & arbitrem- | 

cnt of Indges-thatevel deſpoſed perſons mighr bedcererred from tret - 

paſling by ſharpnes of thopuniſhmentro be inflicted oi: them forty; x y 
/ 
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Whoſe wiſdome thercin it isto be wiſhed that Princes & Rulers reme& - 
beringthem ſelves tobe ordained as 'Dayid betymesto deſtroy all the wis 
hed of the Lands .would tollow by encreafing the puniſhmentofadulee - 
rie: And then (ſhould Zell.mouth be the ſooner ſtopped forhis fonrtly nap roger 
r.afor. Which yet inthe mean whiledoth no better provethat fafth-. (3P,*) 
full huſbands f:perated from adulterous wives may not marty agairy Maz.'ib.z, - 
then uicrers & Rooney wealth by wicked & un 
means doe prove telt men may ROtenioy the goods which by - 
lawful tradcs & vettaous indulirie they- get, - | by 

_ The fifth-& laſt is, thareven amongthe Heathen too,where | 
orders flonriſhed, no-dyorces were made. - For no bill of drvorcement 
Was Wratten as Ronee ', for the ſpace alweſt of ſix hundred yeares afier rhe Cty 
was buylt; bus dftqy*Word , good orders overthro\pen drvarces alſouWwere = 
bronght in With ovher vices. And this reaſon Zeller doth lard after his + 
manner with T er:alkens name,to ſcafon it thereby & givet ſome ver- 
dure, But it is ſuc h caraine thatthe lard is loſt , &all thecookery' caſt 
away.For the firft divorcewhich-wasmadeart Roe; was of achalt wife 

didnor bear hias chil 
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6 Gepeet6difler 1 awfyl-our Savior allowing itfor whords only;The example therefore 
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| E imme ner Of the wel ordared Roms isin vainalcaged out of Terrwl. againſt ns, 


among the,wil Bell. perhaps ſay.I grain.And I wil. help with a {tr6 
argumet:that amongahe Cains(Ftare wel ordered too)700 yearsTid 
paſſe befor any divorcemet was made for aduitery; For (as Plurerch 
writeth) there was no adultrycomited by the ſpace of foe mauy yeares 
among the.Bur among the R6ans (wil Bell. perhaps reply) ir is likely 
that ſome was comitred within-50o years. True. But the lndbead thety 
might put his wife to dearth (being convicted firſt ofaduttery) without 
__ mo thar if Bei{ .words hav= any force,thisis theire 
t,Among'the heathenRomis while orders floiſhed,the wo- 
mid tharconutted adaitery ſuffered death:afrerward good orders be- 
ing overthrowe, ſhe was divorced onely, But wheth-r thee were pur a- 
way by death or by divorcemet,the man might marry.again; Wher- 
wes wha we rs 9m rem oe _ Cl 
againſt thepopiſh Romias,&rheir Chapion, Herets the example of all 
otherhearhens, whoſe,orders were but ſo good thatthey allowed ſe- 
cond marriage,may be adioyned, Which Ldonot ſo mack affirme on 
myneowne knowledge(though for ought thatLhaveregd &remeber 
it1s whe rar Bell ſecrer cofeffid & filence a mi of greater reading,8& | 
havin many-meus pains in ſearch oftheſe things. Beſide, when: 
chriſis faith came among.the heathensthe Emperours did puniſh ad 
firſt by-death-afterward 7uftmiormittigating thavlawe did pii- 
itir by divorcement, But-in both theſe caſes the man being ſevered 
from his adulterous wifeis ffeego marry-againe. Bellarmins ipeech ther | 


 foretouching wel orderehearhenscamein evil ſealon, to raiſe both + 


them& others yea Chriſtisv#tos, againſt him.So his laſt reaſon, nay his 
onsall aregrowen-to worſe- t,then were theſeaven later fr 


jn Pharaosdream, the ſeauen evil favored & lean fleſhede kyne, 


that devowred the the ſeave fart well favoured & thcrby ſaved 
heir life. Forthe thincarkeiſs dreamed of by Belkewin. have not. - 
— enough toovermaiſter & earup the ſounde bodies of reaſons + 


of Fathers,nor 


* ?: put @ivey bis wife fer her adubery may lawfully © - 
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